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Current Topics. 
The Public Trustee. 

WE NoTicED two months ago the illness of the Public 
Trustee, which has led to his temporary withdrawal from the 
personal management of bis office. We are glad to learn 
that Sir Cuartes Stewart's health has now been completely 
however, to medical advice, he is 
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When it is desired to re-settle land, it is generally con 
venient to include the father’s estate for life, if it 1s 
intended to keep his old powers alive; this | done by 
saying in the re-settlement that the new life estate there- 
by limited to him is in restoration and continuation of 
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The terms of this armistice have been under consideration 
by the Allied Governments, and have probably been sent to 
Germany, but there was on Thursday no authoritative state- 
ment as to them. It may be assumed, however, that they 
will include the immediate release of all Allied prisoners in 
Germany, and this will be the only satisfactory way of ter- 
minating the state of affairs revealed by Mr. Justice 
Youncer’s Report, issued on 14th October, on the treatment 
by the Germans of British prisoners of war taken during the 
spring offensive of 1918 (| Cd. 9106 | ; Times, 15th October). 
Meanwhile, it appears that Turkey has surrendered uncon- 
ditionally, and an armistice has been signed, to take effect 
from noon on Thursday, one of the conditions being the imme- 
diate release of all Allied prisoners 


The New Nations in Austria. 

One oF the outstanding incidents of the war has been the 
gradual recognition of the Czecho-Slovak and Jugo-Slav 
peoples, and now that the disintegration of Austria is becoming 
an accomplished fact, these races seem likely to attain full 
independence We noted some months ago (62 SoxicrTors’ 
Journat, 598) the Versailles Declaration of 3rd June, by 
which the Prime Ministers of Great Britain, France, and 
Italy expressed the earnest sympathy of the Allied Govern- 
ments ‘‘ for the nationalistic aspirations towards freedom of 
the Czecho-Slovak and Jugo-Slav peoples’’—that is, the 
Czechs of Bohemia and the Slovaks of Northern Hungary; 
of Serbia and Slavonia, of Croatia and 
of Carinthia, or the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes, usually 
classed together as the Southern Slavs. This common recog- 
nition was made possible by the reconcilement of JugoSlav 
and Italian aspirations at the Romari Congress of last April. 
It was there declared that tho unity and independence of 
the Jugo-Slav nation was a vital interest of Italy, just as 
the completion of Italian unity was a vital interest of the 
Jugo-Slav nation Sin then there have been various 
declarations of statesmen of the Allies in favour of these new 
nation by Mr. Lansinc for the United States on 28th 
June, and Mr But a further step 
was taken on 9th September, when the following declaration 


and the inhabitant 


sSALFoUR on 25th July. 


was issued by the Italian Government: 

The Cow f Ministers) resolves to inform the Allied 
Governments that the Italian Government regards the movement 
of the Jugo-Slav peoples for the conquest of their independence 
and for their constitution into a free State as corresponding to 
the principles for which the Entente is fighting, and also to the 
sims of a just and lasting peace 

The Czecho-Slovaks, 

Soon AFTERWARDS, on 29th September, the Czecho-Slovak 
National Council and the Union of the Czech Deputies at 
Prague passed a resolution declining to participate in attempts 
at the changing of the Austrian Constitution, and adhering 
to the principle of full independence and liberty. This 
was followed on 20th October by a Declaration of Independ 
ence, issued by the Czecho-Slovak Provisional Government, 
whose seat is in Paris, and which was published in the Times 
of 21st October It contains the following passage 

We, the Czecho-Slovak National Council, recognized by the 
Allied and American Governments as the Provisional Government 
of the Czecho-Slovak State and nation in complete accord with the 
declaration of the Czech Deputies made in Prague on 6th January, 
1918, realizing that federalization, and still more autonomy, mean 
nothing under a Hapsburg dynasty, do hereby make this our de 
claration of independence e: 

We make this declaration on the basis of our histori 
ind natural right. We have been an independent State since the 
seventh century, and in 1526 as an independent State, consisting 
of Bohemia, Moravia and Silesia, we joined with Austria and Hun 

ry in a defensive union against the Turkish danger. We have 

voluntarily surrendered our rights as an independent State in 
this confederation 7 a 
We claim the right of Bohemia to be reunited with her Slovak 


bret} of Slovakia which once formed part of our national State, 
hut later was torn from our national body, and fifty years ago was 
! ated in the Hungarian State of the Magyars, who by their 


<able violence and ruthless oppression of their subject races 
lost all moral and human right to rule anybody but them- 
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We hereby declare the Hapsburg dynasty unworthy of leading our 
nation, and deny all of their doles to : in the Czecho-Slovak 
land, which we here and now declare shall henceforth be a free 
and independent people and nation. We accept and shall adhere to 
the ideals of modern democracy as they. have been the ideals of our 
nation for centuries. 


The Jugo-Slavs. 

AT THE same time a.corresponding declaration has been 
made on behalf of the Jugo-Slavs. This, we gather, was 
issued at Agram on 24th September, and has been signed by 
the most prominent representatives of the people from al! 
the Jugo-Slav countries. It is short enough for us to place 
it on record here in full. We take it from the Times oi 
15th October :— 

‘‘The Austro-Hungarian Monarchy is not competent to under 
take any peace steps on behalf of any nationality eave the Germans 
and Magyars. The Jugo-Slavs demand peace, but this can only 
be based upon the following principles :— 

‘*(1) The Croats, Serbs, and Slovenes are a single indivisible 
people, wherever they live. 

“They can only consent to a peace based upon the right of 
peoples to determine their own fate. 

(3) The Jugo-Slavs must be allowed themselves to decid 
whether they wish to create their independent state or to conclude 
an international union with any other State which already exists 
or may be constituted. 

‘© (4) No section of the Croato-Serbo-Slovene nation can be sub 
jected to foreign domination; this people must be united within 
the Jugo-Slav State. 

** (5) The Jugo-Slavs undertake to grant to minorities all rights 
of cultural development. The Adriatic ports will be open to all 
peoples, on the basis of suitable agreements. 

‘*(6) The Jugo-Slavs will not recognize any peace concluded 
without their participation, and demand admission to the Peace 
Conference for representatives of the Croats, Serbs, and Slovenes.’ 


The United States and Austrian Notes of 
18th and 28th October. 

Tue Czecno-Stovaks have also been recognized by the 
Allies as an independent belligerent nation, and Mr. WILson, 
in his Reply of 18th October to the Austrian request for an 
armistice on the basis of the fourteen points in his Message to 
Congress of 8th January, and the four points in his Address 
of 12th February (62 Soricrtors’ JourNaL, pp. 229, 361), 
had to point out that circumstances had changed; that he 
was no longer at liberty to accept a mere ‘‘ autonomy ’’ for 
these peoples as a basis of peace; but was obliged to insist 
that they, and not he. should be the judges of what action 
on the part of the Austro-Hungarian Government would 
satisfy their aspirations and their conception of their rights 
and destiny as members of the family of nations. To this 
the Austro-Hungarian Government returned, on 28th October, 
a Reply accepting President Witson’s position in regard 
to the rights of the peoples of Austria-Hungary, particularly 
those of the Czecho-Slovaks and the Jugo-Slavs, and pro- 
ceeding :— 

“Consequently, as Austria-Hungary accepts all the conditions 
upon which the President makes an entry into negotiations with 
regard to an armistice and peace dependent, nothing now stands 
in the way, in the opinion of the Austro-Hungarian Government, of 
the commencement of pourparlers. 

‘‘The Austro-Hungarian Government declares itself in conse 
quence prepared, without awaiting the result of other negotiations, 
to enter into pourparlers in regard to peace between Austria 
Hungary and the States of the opposing party and in regard t 
an immediate armistice on all the fronts of Austria-Hungary. 

‘It begs President Wilson to be good enough to make over 
tures on this subject.’’ 


The Court of Criminal Appeal. 

WE are glad to call attention to an interesting and useful 
article in the Quarterly Review for October on the Court of 
Criminal Appeal by Mr. Herman Conen, the editor of 
Criminal Appeal Cases. The Court, as Mr. Conen points 
out, continues in a formal way the informal procedure by 
which, prior to 1848, the twelve common law judges met to 
consider doubts on questions of criminal law. A further step 
was taken in that year when the Court for Crown Cases 
Reserved was established, but here one defect was that the 
initiative could only be taken with the consent of the judge 
or the Bench whose law was impugned. If he or they had 
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no doubt, nothing could be done for the defendant. Then 
in 1907 the efforts to establish a real Court of Criminal Appeal 
bore fruit, but Mr. Coen objects to the theory that it was 
the Beck case of 1904 that created the demand. ‘‘ There 
were just men before 1907; for half a century at least a 
series of Bills had been brought in to establish a Court of 
Criminal Appeal,’’ one being introduced by Mr. Fitzroy 
Key in 1844:— 

** But the. crucial point in the Act of 1907 is that the initiative 
comes from the defendant, and not from the Judge at the trial, 
unless he chooses to give leave; no one’s leave need be sought to 
test a point of law; and on a question of fact the only leave 
necessary is that.of a Judge who has had nothing to do with the 
trial or, if he refuses, that of three other Judges. In short. the 
scene of preliminary contest for appeal has been transferred from 
the local court, in effect, to the King’s Bench Division.” 

And the new Court, in Mr. Conen’s opinion—and we 
imagine he voices professional opinion generally—las been a 
success : — 

‘The last constructive experiment with which it can be com 
pared is that of the Commercial Court established in 1895, which 
may fairly be described as a legal novelty Both marked an 
abandonment of precedent and a bold adaptation of meang and 
materials to ends, and both have been successful.”’ 

Mr. Cowen notes two instances in which the Court has been 
demonstrably—by its own admission—wrong; but, at any 
rate, the risk of wrong convictions has been reduced to a 
minimum in jury cases, and he suggests that the time has 
when police court convictions should be similarly 
handled. 


come 


The Re-trial of Criminal Cases. 


Yer Mr. Conen is not satisfied with some of the limitations 
which the Court of Criminal Appeal has placed on its own 
powers. In the first place, it will not re-try cases. As Lord 
ALVERSTONE said, in an early case: ‘‘ The Court has been 
asked to re-try this case; this, as the Court has already stated, 
it will not do. The administration of the Act will 
become impossible if [counsel] address the Court on topics 
only proper to be addressed to the jury at the trial.’’ And 
yet, under section 4 of the act, the Court is to ‘‘ allow the 
appeal if they think that the verdict of the jury should be 
set aside on the ground that it is unreasonable or cannot be 
supported having regard to the evidence.’’ This, Mr. Conen 
says, is a plain charter to the smaller jury of three-—the 
least and the usual, but not the only number of appeal judges 
~-to review the finding of the larger body. Again, he refers 
to a judgment in 1913—unfortunately he does not give refer 
ences ; doubtless these would be out of place in the Quarterly, 
but we do not profess to have seisin of all his quotations—it 
was said ‘‘ Jt is not necessary to say whether we [that is, 
three judges] would have given the same verdict.’’ But, 
surely, observes Mr. Conen, if they could not it was their 
function to say so, which comes to the same thing: 

“If they—at any rate unanimously—come to a conclusion con 
trary to that found by the jury, are they to sit still and allow 
someone whom they believe innocent to be condemned? Even the 
single judge of first instance is not reduced to that necessity, for 
he can impose a nominal sentence or advise the Home Secretary.”’ 

The crime is not so bad as that of the Italian judge who 
saw a murder committed and also saw the trap laid to 
throw suspicion on an innocent man, and yet, from technical 
scruples, suppressed his own knowledge and allowed the trial] 
to proceed, whereby the innocent man was convicted and 
hanged ; and so, too, if our memory serves us, was the unjust 
judge himself for his part in the matter. But there is a 
certain analogy, and it may be that the King’s Bench Divi 
sion would demur to the accuracy of Mr. Conen’s criticism 
Then, again, he objects to the rule of the Court that, pro 
vided a sentence is wrong in principle, the Court will be 
slow to interfere with it, although members of the Court 
may feel that they themselves would have imposed a different 
sentence. ‘‘ Surely,’’ he pertinently asks, ‘‘ if no one of tle 
three appeal judges would have inflicted the given sentence, 
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reduce it.’’ But this seems to be the extent of Mr. Conen’s 
criticism, and as to the dealing by the Court with penalties 
generally, he says their example has had a steadying effect 
on the local tribunals—an effect which will strengthen with 
time. And he concludes a description of the leniency which 
now marks punishment, a ‘They have repeatedly 
favoured the merciful policy of ‘ winding up a delinquent’s 
moral bankruptcy ’ by indicating how, when a defendant is 
riddled with charges Irom several quarter " he should be 
punished once for all and start again ‘ with a clean slate.’ In 
short, even their failings have 
Altogether the article is a very useful summary of the prac 
' a close and competent 


follows 


leaned to leniency’s side.”’ 


tice and tendencies of the Court by 


obser vel 


The Meaning of “ Issue. 

It APPEARS to be well settled that the word 
will, where it is not controlled by the includes 
descendants of all generations, and Sarcant, J., recognized 
this in Re Burnham (1918, 2 Ch. 196). On the other hand, 
it may be controlled by the context so as to be restricted to 
‘children,’’ and the difficulty arses in deciding whether, 
under the circumstances of a particulas will, this restriction 
well known, the 


issue in a 
convext, 


is to have effect given to it or not As is 
restriction is easily imposed where “ issue is used as col 

** parent.”’ ‘* Parent is assumed to have its 
ordinary meaning of father or mother, and where there is a 
direction that issue shall take their p rents’ share, “issue” 
is taken. to mean “children”: Sibley Perry (7 Ves. 523 
And the rule was treated by Suapwett, V.C., in Pruen v. 
Osborne (11 Sin. 132) as a settled rule, ap] licable to both 
wills and deeds As to the context which will take a case 
out of the rule and leave the word “ issue’’ to have its 


relative to 


ense, an example is afforded by Hoss v. Ross (20 
should 


a gift over on failure of 


ordinary 
Beav. 645), where, after a direction that ‘‘ issus 
take their parents’ share, there was 
issue It i 
failure of issue 


reasonable to suppose that this gift refers to 
generally, and hence the same meaning 1 


given to it in the substitution clause. This case was approved, 
and the same reasoning applied in Ralph v. Carrick (11 Ch 
873), though in that case the word used was not issue, 

but descendants, and this, it was held, wa le flexible than 
* issue It is, indeed, a word so clearly applying to chil 


dren and their children in every degree that, as James, L.J 
which the 
desc ndants — uld be limited to mean children only 


said, ‘‘it is difficult to conceive any context by 


word 


The Rule in Sibley v. Perry and Its Exclusion 

SuBSEQUENT JUDICIAL’ discussion of the above cases ha 
shewn, however, that the exception from the rule in Sibley 
v. Perry (supra), established by Ross v. Ross (supra), 
quite so simple, and that there was a special circumstance of 
ambiguity in the gift to issue there which left the meaning ol 
that word doubtful, and so allowed’of its being controlled by 
The gift in Ross v. Ross was, indeed, not a 
to their issue, 


is not 


the later clause 
mere substitutionary gift of the paretits’ share 
but an original gift to the issue in the event of the parent 
being dead, and here “ parent ’’ does not necessarily mean 
the first generation mentioned in the will, but the immediate 
parent of the issue who become entitled. Where, however, 
the original gift is to the parents and then to their issue only 
by wavy of substitution, the meaning of issue is more clearly 
indicated to be ‘‘ children,’’ and this will control its meaning 
in a gift over on failure of issue, instead of vice versa Re 
Timson (Youncer, J., 1916, 1 Ch. 293; affirmed 1916, 2 Ch 
362). 

Construction of the Will as a Whole. 

pointed out in Re 


Ir 18 still, however, as SARGANT, J 
Burnham (supra), a question to be determined on the con 
struction of the entire will whether the word “‘ issue’’ 
have the narrower or the wider interpretation. 
there was a gift of certain property to the w dow of the 
testator for life. then to her daughter for life, and then 


is to 
In that case 





it is not only reasonable, but imperative, that they should 
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following the usual clauses—for “‘ issue’’ as the daughter 
should appoint, and, in default, for her ‘‘children,’’ with 
hotchpot and advancement clauses maintaining the same dis- 
ween ‘‘children’’ and “‘ issue’’; and an ulti- 
mate trust, on default of children to take a vested interest, 
in favour of the brothers and sisters of the testator living 
at the death of the survivor of his wife and daughter, and 
the issue of such as should then be dead, ‘‘ yet so that the 
issue shall participate only as representing their deceased 
parents.’’ And the gift of the residue was in trust for the 
brothers and sisters of the testator and their issue in similar 
terms. This will raised the question of construction in some- 
what a new form, inasmuch as the ultimate gift in the first 
trust was relied on as confining ‘‘ issue’’ to children. But 
the earlier clauses shewed clearly enough that the testator 
and SarGant, J., 


tinction bet 


drew a distinction between the two terms, 

applying the rule that the construction must be made on the 

entire will, held that the wider meaning must be given to 
issue’’ in the later clauses In any case, this must be 


the meaning in the earlier clauses, and to give it the same 


meaning in the later clauses did, in the learned Judge’s 
opinion, less violence to the language of the will than 
to pa abruptly from the wider meaning in the earlier 
clauses tu the narrower meaning in the later clauses. Hence, 


notwithstanding the referenc> to ‘‘ parents ’’ in these clauses, 
the word included grandchildren as well as children. The 
distinctions which the cases are developing, if clear, are 
certainly subtle, and we probably have not got to the end 


of them 


Sir Philip Gmeuee, 


* Pattie Grecory the legal profession has 
sustained a serious (ie Born in 1851, death has overtaken 
him when he was still at the height of his intellectual vigour, 
and his fine physic val presence gave promise of a much longer 
life Sir Pui.ip’s career had been a distinguished one from 
his early day At. Eton he was elected to a foundation 
cholar hip more than a year alter his entry into the school. 
He had thus the unusual experience of being both oppidan 
and colleger successively, amongst the earliest of 


In the death ot 


and he was 


the collegers who were invited, at the time when the old college 
boat was : given up. and collegers were admitted, to join the 
boats His school successes were followed by his election to 
a scholar hip at King’s College Cambridge. In 1873 he 


and was also placed in the second class 
and in the same year he was elected 
a fellow of King At Cambridge Grecory kept up the 
oarsmanship learnt at Eton; he rowed in the slashing crew 
which, in the early ‘seventies, raised the King’s boat de pro- 
respectable place in the first division, and he 


was tenth wrangler, 
in the classical tripos 


fundis to a 
became captain of his college boat club. 

At Lincoln’s Inn Grecory was a pupil of that skilled equity 
Montacue Cookson (afterwards Montague Crack- 
K.C.). He was called to the Bar in 1875, and 
was not long in acquiring a considerable practice. He was 
becoming well known in the Courts, where his lucid exposi- 
cases won for him considerable success: but the 


lawyer, 
ANTHORPE, 


tion of hi 
ever-increasing bulk of his conveyancing work led him to 
forensic distinction for the 
quieter paths of a chamber practice, and for many years he 
almost invariably declined to go into Court. He rapidly 
attained a reputation as one of the most learned and pains 
taking conveyancers at the Bar, and it was no surprise to 
the profession when, in 1902, he was selected by Lord 
Hatssury for appointment as one of the conveyancing coun 
sel to the Court. In 1907 he was elected a bencher of Lin- 
coln’s Inn, and for many years he served as a co-opted 
member of the General Council of the Bar. 

In 1908 the most recent Land Transfer Commission was 
appointed, with the late Lord St. Atpwyn as chairman, and 
among the members were the late Sir Samuet Evans, Lord 
Buckmaster, and Sir Georsve Cave. It was felt to be proper 
that conveyancers should have special representation on the 


abandon his opportunities of 


Commission, and Grecory’s intimate knowledge of real pro- 
perty law and of the system of registration of title, as well 
as his professional eminence, marked him out as the most 
suitable appointment, and he did valuable service on the 
Commission. The final Report, which was issued in January, 
1911, constituted an important step towards the recon- 
cilement of the riva] systems of the public and private transfer 
o! land. A couple of years later his services were recognized 
by the bestowal upon him of the honour of knighthood. 

About the same time he commenced what was, perhaps, his 
most important public service, his work as Chairman of 
Committee—the other members being Sir CHaRLES BricKDALE, 
Mr. J. W. Hitits, Mr. Cuerry, and Mr. F. F. Lippett- 
which assisted Lord Hatpane in the drafting of the Real 
Property Bill and the Conveyancing Bill, afterwards united 
into one Bill—the Real Property and Conveyancing Bill 
This was introduced in the House of Lords at the beginning 
of August, 1914, but its further progress was stopped by the 
war. No doubt the matter will be taken up again when 
opportunity offers, but it is greatly to be regretted that it 
will not again have Sir Pattie Grecory’s assistance. He 
took the keenest interest in this work, and devoted to it 
great labour. Those who followed the discussion on the 
scheme of the Bills at the end of 1913 will remember how 
thorough and skilful an attempt was made to meet the diffi 
cult situation which was created by the recognised defects 
as well in private conveyancing, as in the system of land 
transfer established under the Land Transfer Acts of 1875 
and 1897. That the scheme was carried so far on the road 
to success was largely due to the zeal and ability which Sir 
Puitip brought to the task. We may not unfittingly call to 
mind that he was generously appreciative of the help which we 
endeavoured to give to it in these pages. 

Of late years Sir Pur,rp addel to his professional labours 
the duties of director of the Prudential Assurance Company, 
a body which he had advised as counsel for a long period 
Many ex-pupils of his are now in busy practice at the Bar, 
and the thoroughness of method and the high standard of pro 
fessional duty which they could not fail to acquire in his 
chambers must have stood them'in good stead. To them 
and to others who sought his help his stores of knowledge 
were always open. His geniality and his uniform accessibility 
in the midst of the heavy demands upon his time endeared 
him to his professional brethren and to his clients. The pro- 
fession is the poorer by the death of a sound lawyer, a most 
skilful draftsman, and a high-minded gentleman, and a life 
of strenuous activity has come to too early a close 

Sir Purrtie Grecory married in 1876 EpitH ANNE, 
daughter of the Rev. Epwarp James, rector of Hindringham, 
Norfolk, who survives him. Their only child, Mr. Joun D 
Grecory, who is in the Foreign Office, has rendered valuable 
services to the country in a diplomatic capacity both before 
and during the war. 


The Scholes and the Bar.: 


A Question of Emancipation, 
62 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, 





For former articles on cognate topics, see 
pp. 782, 802, 819, and ante, p. 4.] 
In seeking the emancipation of the solicitors’ branch of the 
profession from its disabilities, a fusion with the Bar is not 
contemplated. The prevailing distinction between counsel 
and solicitor and their present diversities of office, it is 
believed, best serve the cause of justice, and in consequence 
are a publie interest. The elevation of the Bench is due pri- 
marily to the remoteness of the litigant, and to the fact 
that he can approach the courts only through strictly discip- 
lined channels. And the fact that the profession is doubly en- 
trenched round the Bench is tantamount to saying that the 
elevation of the Bench is doubly secured thereby. By this 
system a purification of the issue is brought about before it 
reaches the Court that may almost be said to take as its 
model the antiseptic treatment in medicine. Not only does 





it shield the Court from improper suggestion on the part of 
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the litigant, but it has the effect of ridding the issue itself 
of irrelevancies, and, when the higher traditions of the pro- 
fession are observed, of freeing it from matter that operates 
only by way of prejudice. And, in effect, it produces a 
judicial atmosphere of moral and intellectual cleanliness the 
very equivalent of that which is to be found in the operating 
theatre. In this the judges live and move and have their 
being, and the high character of the Bench and the esteem 
in which it is held are the result. 

By way of commentary on this, we have only to note 
the administration of justice in primitive communities to see 
how corruption steals in where the litigant is admitted to 
immediate contact with the Bench, and from that we can 
judge what might be the fate of its administration here were 
the Courts unprotected against the vast money interests in 
regard to which they are called upon to adjudicate. It is 
not that men of the class now occupying the Bench would 
fail even under such temptations. It is, rather, that if room 
were once again found for the ‘‘ itching palm,’’ the Bench 
would attract men of inferior character who would seek office 
for the sake of its clandestine emoluments, and justice would 
tend once more to be bought and sold. 

While the profession, as now constituted, serves this high 
purpose with regard to the Bench, a fusion of the two prac- 
tising branches is not to be desired. But though it is sought 
to retain the present separation of office of couasel and soli- 
citor on public grounds, it is felt that the preservation of it 
is compatible with the emancipation of the solicitors’ branch. 
The position is best understood if the Bar be taken by way 
of elucidation. The legal profession has its three branches, 
the Bench, the Bar, and the solicitors, but the Bar itself iz 


subdivided into two, familiarly known as ‘‘silk’’ and 
“stuff.”” Of these there is no fusion, and the rights and 


privileges of each are clearly determined and inflexibly main- 
tained. But there is a unity that marks them none the less, 
for there is one means of access to both, and when the student 
has once passed into the Junior Bar he is eligible for passage 
in due course to the Senior Bar, and, what is more, for eleva- 
tion to the Bench. With the solicitor, on the other hand, 
admittance to the profession finds him in a cul de sac, and, 
so placed, he is entirely deprived of all possibilities of rising 
to the higher ranks of his calling. For access to the Bar he 
must start afresh, for the regulations of the Bar provide that, 
before he can become a student, he must not only bond fide 
have ceased to practise, but his name must have been erased 
from the Roll. 

For removing this disability, it is claimed that solicitors 
should occupy a position in relation to the Bar similar to the 
position the junior Bar hold in relation to the senior; that 
there should be one gateway to the profession as a whole, as 
there is one in Medicine and as there is one in the Church; 
and that this should be by means of a single set of examina- 
tions conducted by an associated board. Such a system would 
not obliterate the distinction between counsel and solicitor as 
it now obtains, any more than the identity of thé senior and 
junior Bar is lost because a single set of examinations in their 
case admits to both. When access to the profession is once 
gained, it should, subject to character as the vital and para*® 
mount consideration, be matter for self-determination which 
branch the member adopts. This would bring the high offices 
of the profession within the reach of all its members. It 
would not render a solicitor as such capable of elevation to 
the Bench, but it would enable him to enter the Bar and 
become eligible for the Bench without starting his legal career 
afresh. And it would confer benefits on the Bar, for, if the 
first years of professional work were spent on the work of a 
solicitor, it would fill up that period of vacancy in the life of 
a barrister which we are told cannot be bridged without pri- 
vate means, and which in so many cases is never bridged at all. 

Anda union of the two branches of the profession such as 
is proposed has other recommendations. Of chief importance, 
it would lead to the professional salvation of the greatest 
number, for it would bring about a better distribution of work 
fegarded from the point of view of the capacity and tempera- 


ment of the worker. As it is, many who are now counsel 
may Teel themselves more fitted, as ‘‘men of affairs,’’ for 
the work of the solicitor, while there are many solicitors who 
crave a wider field for their powers of advocacy or their 
erudition in the law. If the choice of the branch could be made 
later, after the profession had been entered and experience 
of it gained, there would be fewer mistakes and less disappoint- 
ment, and members would apply themselves more generally to 
the work for which they were by nature endowed. Many 
would remain solicitors, and in that case would accept the 
disabilities of their branch so long as they remained solicitors, 
Others would in due course pass on to the Bar and take their 
chance of elevation to the Advancement would be 
denied to no member of the profession whose character and 
qualifications justified it, and the privileges of the profession 
would be shared without its system 01 being 
destroyed. 

It would be well, indeed, that all lawyers began their 
professional lives as solicitors, and that, for elevation to the 
Bench, it were requisite that practice as a solicitor as well 
as practice as a barrister should pres ede appointment The 
experience gained in the solicitor’s branch would prove a 
valuable addition in the way of equipment For counsel, 
being in contact with the Bench, are more in touch with 
the legal side of practice, while the solicitor being nearer to 
the public, is more in touch with the human sid The two, 
it would seem, should combine in the judge, and this com 


Jench 


structure 


bination would be the effect of the scheme proposed. It is 
matter for wonder that our system recruits its judges solely 
from the Bar to the entire exclusion of the solicitors. For 


the Bar, with combatant service as the very breath of its 
being, constitutes what may be regarded as the military ¢ state 
in the law, whereas the solicitors are more entitled to rank 
as the diplomatic. : It is felt. that were there a larger admix 
ture of the two elements in the moral and intellectual equip- 
ment of a judge, fewer trials than is now the case would 
be fought to a finish, and a moderating touch would manifest 
itself, more than it now does, in our administration of justice, 

In this connection, it is not irrelevant to point out that 
the Prime Minister, in using his great abilities, as he now 
so frequently does, in composing the differences of classes 
and communities, is only using abilities that were brought into 
play, shaped and developed, during his profe sional career as 
a solicitor in composing the differences of individual Seen 
now in the light of the high demonstration his outstanding 
personality has given it, the equipment of the solicitor is 
shown to afford a more suitable introduction to public office 
and the training Is seen to be 


than is generally recognized, 
one which more than any other is fitted to catch genius in 
the conduct of affairs and cultivate its powers. The secret of 
Mr. Lioyp GeorGe’s strength is to be found in this, that, to 
the eloquence of the Bar, he adds in an unusual degree the 
diplomatic qualities fostered by his own branch of the pro 
fession, and the importance of the addition is shown, not only 
ir the result and efforts, but in the con- 
spicuous position he holds amongst the !awyers in office with 
whom he is associated. 

No question of the status of the profession 
considered apart from the share women seem destined to 
take in it. By their entry, when it comes, the note of 
emancipation will be struck, and, once struck, it 
follow as a matter of course that it should signalise the re 
adjustment of professional relations throughout. : he 
emancipation of women as it affects the solicitor would, like 
pressure in a crowd, appear to have as its correlative and 
inevitable consequence the emancipation of the 
his relations with the Bar. It was a former distinguished 
member of the Chancery Bar who took the responsibility of 
introducing the Women’s Qualification Bill into the House 
of Lords and carrying it through there, and he cannot have 
failed to see the position in this light. May it be taken, 
therefore, from his participation, that emancipation all 
is the subject of general consent, and that the Bar 
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The Infallibility of Documents. 


An Old Doctrine in a Modern Face. 
II. 


Bur there appears yet another way in which, in the class of 
cases which we are considering, an aggrieved party may obtain 
relief, and that is by scholarly interpretation. We will revert 
to our supposed case to illustrate the point. In that case, T. 
would be entitled to a rectification of the lease, and an indem- 
nity (Henman vy. Berliner, 1918, 2 K. B. 236); but we may 
have our doubts whether he could have set up the simple 
contract by L. as of a collateral nature. It will have been 
observed that that contract was statute-barred : but. assuming 
it had not been, the fact of its being collateral to a demise of 
land would not bring it within the Statute of Frauds (Morgan 
v. Griffith, Erskine v. Adeane, Angell vy. Duke, De Lassalle v 
Guildford, ubi sup.). Yet, if this simple contract were writ- 
ten alongside the lessee’s covenants, as the latter are inter 
preted by Payne v. Haine (16 M. & W. 541) and Stockdale v. 
Ascherberg (1904, 1 K. B. 447), can it be made to fit in, and 
harmonise, with the covenants! Other critics may not find 


, 533), and, as food for thought, giving a quotation from the 


the two parte to produce dissonances and discords; yet, in our | 


view, interpretation by a trained expert in that science may 
produce more satisfactory and certain fruit. Having regard 
to the condition upon which T. agreed to take this unhealthy 
residence, what we may reasonably deduce and conclude is 
that the parties meant by ‘‘ keeping in repair’’ impliedly to 
except any obligation to repair the drains until, and unless, L. 
put them in sound and proper repair: Henman vy. Berlinei 
(supra). Furthermore, according to the view expressed by Lord 
Justice Romer, it is not possible to say that, as a matter of 
legal definition, the word ‘‘ outgoings ’’ always covers charges 
of the character L. was ordered to do; on the contrary, it must 
be assumed to relate only to such charges, or matters, as may 
reasonably be supposed to have been within the contemplation 
of the parties as being within the scope and purview of the 
covenant: Foulger v. Arding (1902, 1 K. B. 700, 711). How, 
in face of the condition upon which the house was taken, could 
any charges arising from L.’s neglect to perform his duty have 
been in the contemplation of the parties? We certainly think 


judgments delivered by two lawyers of equal eminence, but of 
different manner and ways in their outlook. ‘‘ In construing 
all instruments,’’ declares Sir Georce JEssEL, “‘ you must 
know what the facts were when the agreement was entered 
into ’’: Cannon v. Villars (8 Ch. Div. 415, 419). Lord Cran- 
WORTH is less brief, and possibly more guarded. ‘‘In Lady 
Hewley’s case, Shore v. Wilson (9 Cl. & F. 355), and in a later 
ease from Dublin, Drummond v. The Attorney-General for 
Ireland (2 H. L. Cas. 837),’’ he says, ‘‘ parol evidence was 
received to enable the Court to understand, and construe, the 
deed under which the trust existed. The great question in 
the former case was what was the sense in which the words 
‘ godly preachers of Christ’s holy gospel ’ were to be understood 
in the deed creating the trust, and in the latter the question 
was, in like manner, the meaning of the words ‘ protestant 
dissenters.’ In both these cases the parol evidence was neces- 
sary in order to enable the Court rightly to understand the 
deed. Certain words were used which it was necessary to 
construe, and this could not be done without admitting a 
great deal of evidence respecting the state of religious parties 
at the time when the deeds were framed. For such a purpose 
the evidence was most reasonable; it was like the evidence 
afforded by a dictionary which enables us to translate a foreign 


| language, or a book of science which gives us the meaning of 


they could not have been; and we are glad to know that, in 


the circumstances, T.’s covenant to pay ‘‘ outgoings ’”’ is to be 
read so that it does not comprise any work which is rendered 
necessary by L.’s unwarrantable failure to repair the drains, at 
the date of the lease, in accordance with the condition. 

Had L. not failed to comply with the condition, and had 
the drains subsequently during the next seven years 
become dilapidated, T. would have been liable for 
the the work ordered to be done as being, in 
that case, an outgoing, and L.’s action would have 
been well founded: Henman v. Berliner (supra). This 
in truth, seems, on reflection, to be no more than another 
application of the well-established rule relative to the right of 
an interpreter to ascertain, and be guided by, the surrounding 
circumstances at the time the instrument was made (Norton 
on Deeds, pp. 62 et seq.; Phipson on Evidence, 5th ed. 580). 
That rule been brilliantly and somewhat boldly 
applied in several recent cases; how far a particular 
future case is susceptible to similar treatment may not, 
as the well informed appreciate, be so very clear and 
convincing, whatever rash prophets and interpreters may 
desire or be ready, to say. In general, the rule, when 
reasonably. applied, is so beneficial, and has so much 
potentiality, that doubtless many may wish that no prejudice 
for old-fashioned ideas, or spirit of a bygone age, will be 
suffered to prevent the fruition of its possibilities. Quot 
homines tot sententic. 

Unfortunately, our limited space. does not now permit us 
to discuss in further detail a rule which, if L. had forgotten 
it, must have come to him as a very disagreeable surprise, 
effectually torpedoing, as it would, our supposed action. We 
must content ourselves by calling the attention of students to 
the judgments in the case of Cave v. Horsell (1912, 3 K. B. 


cost of 


has 








words of art’’: Attorney-General v. Clapham (4 De G. M. & 
G. 591, 627). What, it may be asked, -will scholars say con- 
cerning translating the classics by a dictionary, and of the 
dangers arising therefrom ? 





, ad . 
A Lawyers Reflections. 

We are glad that Mr. E. 8. P. Haynes has collected, under the 
title “ Personalia,”* the interesting essays on legal and other matters 
which have from time to time appeared in various contemporaries. 
The only specially legal essay, however, seems to be that on Master 
Grorce Pottock, which, if we remember rightly, was in the Cornhill 
a few years ago. Born in 1821, and dying in 1915, Groren 
Freverick Potiock’s long life covered a period of great interest 
to lawyers, and the reminiscences of him which Mr. Haynes has 
collected are all too few. Although he came of a great legal 
family—he was a son of the Chief Baron—he had many interests 
outside the law, and was consulted by Jonn Murray as to pub- 
lishing 500 copies of the “Origin of Species,” the number which 
Mcrray thought was as large as it was safe to print. GEroRGE 
Pottock read the book, and remarked that the contents were 
probably beyond the comprehension of any scientific man then 
living, but he advised publishing 1,000 copies because “ Mr. Darwiy 
had so brilliantly surmounted the formidable obstacles which he 
was honest enough to put in his own path.” Scientific utility 
took a practical form with Groner Pottock when he made a study 
atid hobby of clocks and watches, and became general mechanician 
to his family, as well as avoiding the plumber’s ravages—“ Well, 
sir,” said that worthy to him, “ we must live somehow ”—by seeing to 
his own pipes. And he was a well-known arbitrator in patent 
cases, Of course he was in a scientific set, and counted among his 
friends such men as Farapay, Owen and Hooker, as well as 
astronomers—Sir Grorce Airey and Sir Norman Lockyer. 

The essay haturally divérges to the Chief Baron, “ who thought 
taking exercise a bore, unless it took the form of dancing or of 
leaping over tables and chairs, as a friend of mine ’—the words are 
Mr. Haynes’—‘‘ who is still alive, saw him doing at an hotel in 
Norwich after receiving a pair of white gloves when he was about 
Not bad that for a judge. Possibly he 

, 


seventy-five years old.” 
who would be about 


was imitating CatveRLey’s “ farmer’s daughter, 
his contemporary. 
“ When I try to approach her away she skips, 
Over tables and chairs with apparent ease. 


In these days of golf doubtless Judges take their exercise in a more 


dignified and sedate manner. Both the Chief Baron and his son, * 


the Master seem to have been of genial and kindly disposition. 
Of the former, there is a story that a burglar, relying on his benign 
appearance, refused to take the chaplain’s advice to plead guilty, 
and his refusal was justified. “After an interval in the Court, 
the burgler returned to the chaplain acquitted.” “ When I saw that 
good, kind man sitting in Court,” he explained, “I knew I should 
be acquitted, and really could not bring myself to plead guilty.” 

*Personalia.” By E. 8. P. Haynes, author of “Early Victorian and Other Pape rs, 
&c. (Se!wyn & Bloont.) 
















un 
su] 


pli 


R 
hey 
dom 
inte) 
at ti 
dom 

He 
chor 
four 


De 
De 


aentii 


In 
husbz 
in th 
ho ju 
major 
Sentu 
had 
of or 
entert 
usba 

Tu 

The 
Proce, 
by th 





















18 

a the 
ut of 
ruing 
must 
tered 
SRAN- 
Lad 
later 
I for 
, was 
. the 
ym in 
VOTCS 
stood 
stion 
stant 
reces 
i the 
ry to 
ng a 
arties 
rpose 
lence 
reign 
ng of 
M. & 
col 

f the 


r the 
atters 
aries. 
laster 
rnhill 
EORGE 
terest 
s has 
leg v 
erests 
pu 
which 
EORGE 
were 
then 
LRWIN 
ch he 
itility 
study 
vician 
Well, 
ing to 
yatent 
wg his 
ail as 


ought 
or of 








Nov. 2, 1918 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








(Vol. 63.) 39 








The rest of the essays deal with characters and topics which are 
only suitable for these pages on the principle Nihil humani 
alicnum a me puto, and indeed there is so much human interest 
here that we must linger over them a moment. Epwarp Tuomas, 
the subject of the first essay, is one of thove—far numerous, 
alas better known to their intimates than to the world at large 
the promise of whose career has been cut short by the war. His 
‘Hore Solitari«e” k we do not, though doubtless we ought 
to, know. On some recent day—we are not told when the 
letter from his commanding officer to his widow: “I wish I could 
convey to you the picture of him, a picture we had all learnt to 
love f the old clay p:pe, gum boots, o1lskin coat, and steel helmet.”’ 
And then the “direct hit by a shell, which must have killed him 
outright without giving him a chance to realise anything—a gallant 
death for a very true and gallant gentleman.” As Mr. Haynes 
says, ‘“‘ Epwarp Tuomas died instantaneously in the knowledge that 
all was well with the cause for which he was fighting.” And 
though he may not have been widely known, Mr. Haynes’ sym 


too 


rs a b 
~came 


pathetic and touching appreciation can be transferred to many a 
similar case. In pages like these “ Methinks my friend is richly 
shrined.” The name is changed, but the memory is with all 
of us 

Perhaps of more general interest is the essay on “Three Men 
of Peace,” the three being Rcrerr Brooke, his younger brother 
AnrFreD, and Freperic Hititerspon Keenine The death of 


Rerert Brooke has been recognized as one of the great literary 


losses of the war. His brother Anrrep is described as having 
developed into a pillar of City finance. We do not know about 
this. but volumes of Grpron and files of the New Statesman and 
the New Witnes that followed him up to his last dug-out mark 


him as one of the intellectuals so frequent in our new citizen Army 

There he was killed while asleep by a high explosive on 14th June 

1915. Three years ago, and how many have suffered the like fate 
sine No wonder Mr. Haynes has an essay on “The Tragedy of 
Survival.” “The tragedy is now not so much to die as to survive.” 
And our author, like the rest of sane England, or of other countries 
for that matter, views with exasperation and pity all the 
wal ‘Who dies if England lives?’ like most rhetorical questions 
invites no But may well ask what sort of England 
would survive if wars on the present scale occurred in each decade.” 
And, again, in the Essay on All Souls’ Day Whole families 
seem to be wiped out every day in a process | 


‘ 
loss of 


answer. one 


. . 3 
ot wholesale massacr¢ 


which some of us had hoped would never again afflict European 
civilization.” “Truth,” Mr. Haynes reminds us is great and 
will prevail, but the process by which it is made to prevail may be 
unduly expensive, and if ever force can be justly invoked it is to 
suppress the doctrines of Bernuarpr.”” On the imminent accom 


plishment of which we may now congratulate ourselves 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


CASDAGLI v. CASDAGLI. 25th, 24th, 29th and 20th July ; 
28th October. 

ForeIGN STaTe—MEMBER OF 

CoMMUNITY 


DomiciLe—RESIDENCE IN 
ExTraA-TERRITORIAI 


Divorcr 


Rh lence hy a British subject ina forerqn State aaa pre ile qe ad mem 
ber of an ex-territorial commutr ty may effectually destroy a re sidential 
domicile elsewhere » and where ther evidence that auch a person 
ntenda to adopt it az his domicile, the fact that he has been reqiatered 
at the British Conaulate does f per se pr ent his acquiring a new 
domicile of choice in such State 

He i that the hushand had acquired a new Eqyptian domicile of 
choice and had lost his English domicile of riqin, and that the English 


uit for diasolution 


dD. 532 disappro ved 


court 


Der 


had no jurisdiction to entertain the wife 


sion in Re Tootal’s Trusts 1883, 23 Ch 


Decision of the majority of the Court of Appe al (Scrutton, L.J , dis 
senting) (reported 62 Soxicitors’ Journat, 292; 1918, P. 89), reversed 


the wife's petition for a divorce, the 
husband. by an act on petition, alleged that the spouses were domiciled 
in the British Protectorate of Egypt, and that the English courte had 
no jul sdiction to dissolve the The Court of Appe il, by a 


In this case, in answer to 


marriage 


majority (Swinfen Eady and Warrington, L.JJ., Scrutton, L.J., dis- | 
senting), affirmed the decision of Horridge, J., holding that the husband 
had not acquired a new Egyptian domicile of choice, that his domicile | 
of origin remained, and that the English court had jurisdiction to 
entertain the wife's suit for dissolution From that decision 


husband appealed. 
Tue Hovse, having taken time 
The Lorp CHancettor (Lord 


allowed the appeal 
giving judgment 


unanimously 


the 
Finlay), in 


said 


Proceedings for divorce were taken in the Divorce Court in England 
(the | 


by the wife (the respondent in the appeal) against her husband 








appellant The husband, by act on petition, alleged that he had 
acquil i a domicile cin in F gypt, that he had no longer an English 
dom und that the English court had no jurisdiction to entertain 
’ suit against him for dissolution of marriage The wife, by her 
ins We set up that the husband had never abandoned his domicile of 

gin, which was English, and that the Court tuerefore had jurisdic- 


taken orally and affidavit The 
He held that a British subject registered as 


ould not in 


case was 


upon 


h ¢ Sulate point of law acquire a 
t,and his decision was affirmed by the majority of the 
Swinfen Eady and Warrington, L.JJ.), while Scrutton, 

lding that there was no rule of law against the acqui 





€ Egypt by a Brit 1 subject The facts were not 
disputed I I juestior is whet t was in point of law impos 
I » registered British ibject ) acquire a domicile in Egypt 
is contended for the respondent that this point had been decided 
favour by Chitty, J., in J7'eetal’s Trusts (1862, 23 Ch. D. 532 
und by the Judicial Committee in Abdul Messih vy. Farra (1887, 13 A. C 
131), and that these cases had been correctly decided, and ought to be 
ved by this House The appellant was born in England in 1872, 
s father being a naturalized Britis] ibject residi England and 
n business there and in E nad Since 1895 the appellant 
ud | led I t He was at ber of the Greek Orthodox 
Cha und the re lent, wl vas b n Egypt, was a member of 
um Chure They wet mart la rdit to the rites of their 
Church in Ale ndria, and th was fe ed by the il marriage at the 
| sh sulate Horrid J.. found th the appellant had fixed 
3 i e in Egy} wit ntent of residit there for an un 
| t He de ed aga > t husband not il upon the 
acts as to residence but " ul the round that i point of law 
i | f i B to acqu ad in Egypt 
1a t I e extra-le ‘ vi Brit ? t cta there 
er I t ike ! e ma rity f ti Court of 
Appeal I wing t atitutic il nar that had taken plac ré 
‘ Lord ( " ! uid nt Decemlh« i914, Egypt 
i contemplat f i” part of th Ott in Dominions 
i r th tt iint I Suita f Tuorke va ter 
i and Egypt | is nate ler the protect f Great 
8 He tl ‘ ! ! be tried on the 
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I t rm t have acquired Egyptian 
ild | ed th sumption tl the doctrine 
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lerat ) I ‘ id ti ! 1aon leé 
n E rh ent therefore, depended upon the question 
, | 1 had a I ptia 1 l Upon the 

iT ind l t find f tl rta be the husband 
had dor t t I { lor ind this 
he had a red ° if t t i I t ior a 
Brit I t ' ha don ‘ His lordshiy 
A, ler Ver ted the « helow He 
th t t ‘ i ~ of ( t J n 7 tal Trust 24 Ch. D 
532 r 1 } satisfied th the feret made 
t tt Lord W ! V } I ’ 14 A 431 He 
enti ed t rrived at | Scrutt L.J., in 
tl Ase nd | tha appe 1 be allowed. the wife 
to pav the cost ft th ! the irta te ‘ I had been 
paid by the hus I 

\ mint Harpane, I is Dune ATKINSON and PHIiurmore read 
id nts t the ke effect Order accordi \ CouUNSEI for the 
ippellant, Georg Walla K.( und J. Harvey Murphy for the 
respondent, W BE. HumeWill K.C., and Patrick Haatings 
Sorscrrors Hatchett-Jones, Bisqgood, Marshall, & Thomas; Treherne 
Higa é € 


Enscixne Retp, Barrister-at-Law 


Court of Appeal. 


JOSEPH RANK (LIM.) v CRAIG No. 1. 16th October 
\IASTER AND SERVANT Torr py Servant Ovursipe Score or His 
EMPLOYMENT—RESPONSIBILITY OF MASTER 

Where the true character of the tortious act fa aer ‘ committed 
Baie » the course of his employment that 1t is an act of hia oven 
_ tied in order to effect a purpose of his own, th master ia not 
res} / for uch act 

Appeal by the plaintiffs from a decision of Neville, J reported 
nte, p. 10 n a motion f ‘ junction to restrain the defendant, his 
se! und agente, f m deposit ht i the plaintiffs land The 
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plaintiffs, a firm of millers, owned some vacant land at Silvertown, E., 
of considerable building value, but unfenced.- The defendant wag a 
carman and contractor at Silvertown, and had contracted with certain 
firms in the district to remove their rubbish, dust and ashes, and to 
deposit it on vacant land at Beckton by arrangement with the owners 
on payment of 6d. per cartload. The defendant purchased books of 
tickets at forty for £1, and supplied them to his men, who gave up 
a ticket wit Some of the carters in his employment, 
however, contrary to express orders, instead of going to Beckton, 
dumped many cartloads of rubbish on the plaintiff's land, which gave 
them a shorter journey to and fro and more time to themselves, and, 
when expostulated with, sometimes became abusive. Neville, J., fol 
lowing lam pues v. The London General Omnibua Co. (1862, 1 H. & C 
526), held that the acts of the carter complained of were not done 
within the scope of their employment, and dismissed the action. The 
plaintiffs appealed 

THe Court ed the appeal 

Swinren Eapy, M.R., after stating the facts, said that, in his opinion, 
the decision of the learned Judge was perfectly right, and his order 
could not be d If it had been proved that the defendant had 
permitted the acts which hia servants had committed, then there was 
an actionable wrong for which he would be liable; but he had pleaded 
that, if they had committed such acts, they had done so contrary to his 


each cartload 


turbed 


express orders. The defendant's carters were men employed by the 
day, and paid at the end of each day's work. They were not employed 
generally to cart rubbish, but were sent to defined premises with express 
instructions to load up rubbish and to convey it, at the rate of three 
loads a day. to other defined premises, and with each load they were 
given a ticket which had cost their employer 6d By virtue of this 
ticket they had a right to de posit their loads ipon the premises to which 
they were sent. In certain cases men in the defendant’s employment 
deliberat ind for their own purposes, instead of taking their loads 
of rubbieh t the place where they were ordered to take them, took 
and ehot them on to the plaintiffs’ land. To some extent their act might 
be considered to be a deviation from their ordinary route by turning off 
the road and er sing a pavement, but in any case the acts of which 
they were iilty were done entirely to further their own purposes. It 
was not a case of negligence of breach of duty in the course of the 
employment, but one of departure from the sphere and s¢ ope of the 
employment for the met wn purposes On the facts the decision of 
the learned Judge was right, and th ippeal would be dismissed, with 
costs 

Duke, L.J., and Eve, J., delivered judgment to the same effect, the 
former observing that a very little additional evidence of complicity 
or acquiescence against the defendant would have entitled the Judge 
to come to the opposite conclusion. —CouNsex.. Jenkina, K.C., and J. W 
Vanning Ward Coldr lae, K.C and TJ'imur SOLICITORS, Oldman, 
Cornwall, & W l Roberta; Herbert A. Phillipa 


[Reported by H. Laworonp Lewis, Barristerat-Law.]} 


RUSSIAN BANK FOR FOREIGN TRADE « EXCESS INSURANCE 


C?. (LIM.) No. 2. 25th and 28th October. 

INsvRANCR (MARINI Exctusion or Cram Dur to Detay—Frvustra- 
TION OF Apventure—C.Losinc or Darpanettes—Utrra ViRES 
ReQvisiTiIon or Suip—ReEsTRAINT OF PRINCES 
The pl nten in October, 1914, inaured with the defendants a 

par el of barley n hoard the Wolvertor then at a Black Sea port, 

for carr ye of Enaland. aaainat he uaual per Is including reatrent 
of prince md the riak excluded by the f.c. and es. clause, but 
excluded all clain due to delay Befere the asteamer sailed the 

Turkish Government leaed the Dardanelles and on Sth Nove mber, 

1914, Turkey declared war on England From that date the commer- 

cial object of the adventure was frustrated, and the insured voyage 

ber me im poers Al 7 he harle y was unl rare ¢ 1 and ware housed, and 


the Pritich Ad ralty requ sitioned the steamer 


(Jovernment The complied 


shipowners 


with the r quisition, a l the plaintiffs then cabled to their brokers 
‘* Wolverton quis f ned if / British G ernment Impossible to 
reload harley cd case covered by war risk.”’ The defendants 
declined liahbilit and the plaintifia gar formal notice of abandon 
ment Ty m action to re over as for a constructive total loss of the 
barle hy restraint of princes 
Heid. that the closing of the Dardanelle wae the approximate cause 
ir / f f ti niventure. and wu h a reatraint of princes 
as might, lue notice # abandonment, give rise to a claim for 
constructive total l hut that such a claim would be due to delay, 
i wo > fore, be excluded hy thie p licy 
dD / Bailhache J reported 191 2K. AB. 123, 23 Com. Cas 
325). affirmed 
Appeal by the plaintiffs from judgment of Bailhache, J., in an 


before him in the commerical list The plaintiffs 
claimed to recover under a policy of marine insurance for a construc 
tive total loss of a cargo of barley by restraint of princes. The facts 
sufficiently appear from the head-note 

Banxes, L.J., after stating the facts, said that counsel for the 
appellant had stated that he did not intend to rely in the Court 
below on any question of closing the Dardanelles, and he disavowed 
any intention of making it part of his claim in the Court of Appeal 
He contended that a good notice of abandonment had been given, 
and that the order of requisition of 5th March, 1915, which was 
served by the Admiralty on the shipowners, whether ultra vires or 


action tried 








nos, operated as a restraint of princes, and that the claim based on 
such requisition could not possibly be due to delay within the meaning 
of the exception. For the respondents the sufficiency of the notice 
was traversed, and it was urged that it was impossible for the 
assured to contend that the requisition brought about a constructive 
total loss of the goods, because the goods had been previously lost 
owing to the closing of the Dardanelles. The requisition was in fact 
ultra vires, and of no binding force, and Baithache, J., was right in 
holding that obedience to such an order, unless compelled by force 
or threats of force, was a voluntary act, and not a restraint of princes 
These contentions raised questions of fact of great importance and of 
considerable difficulty. They were unanimously of opinion that the 
notice was not a good and sufficient notice of abandonment, and that 
was really sufficient to dispose of the appeal. It was clear, moreover, 
from the correspondence that the sender of the notice did not intend 
the document to be a notice of abandonment. 

WARRINGTON and Scrutton, L.JJ., gave judgment to the like effect 

CounseL, for the appellants, 2. A. Wright, K.C., and Le Quesne; 
for the respondents, MacKinnon, K.C., and Simey. SoLiciTors, 
Botterell & Roche; William A. Crump & Son. 

[Reported by Ensxrtns Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Dyvision. 
Re MEUX’S BREWERY CO. (LIM.) Astbury. J. 15th October. 


Company—Repvuction or CapitaL—RIiGcHT or Desenture Howpers To 
Ossect—ComPantes (CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 69), ss. 
46 anv 49. 

Where a reduct.on of capital involved no diminution of liability in 
respect of unpaid capital and no payment to any shareholder of any 
paid-up capital, and where there was no evidence that assets were 
an insufficient aecurity, or that the secured debt was in jecpardy, or 
that the loss included circulating capital, 

Held, that the debenture-holders had no right to object to the 
reduction of capital, and that it must accordingly be confirmed. 
no special circumstances entitling creditors t 


The National Bank of China (1907, A. C. 229). 


This was a petition for confirmation of a special resolution for 
reduction of capital, and it was opposed by a holder of a large 
amount of the debenture stock of the company. The debenture stock 
of the company was secured by trust deeds, constituting floating 
harges on the undertaking, revenue, and real and personal property 
of the company, present and future. There was no interest in arrear, 
and no other default under the deeds. There was a proposal to reduce 
capital in 1906, but it was not proceeded with. However, no dividends 
were paid on the ordinary or preference shares from that date, but 
the annual profits were applied in reducticn of a large deficiency, 
which was considerably reduced before the balance-sheet of 1917 was 
published, on which the proposed resolution to reduce was founded. 
[his resolution was passed and confirmed at meetings of the company 
on 13th May and 28th May, 1918, reducing the capital and altering 
the articles. Section 49 (1) of the Companies (Consolidation) Act 
1908, provides that ‘‘ where the reduction of share capital involves 
either diminution of liability in respect of unpaid capital or in pay 
ment to any shareholder of any paid-up share capital, and in any 
other case if the Court so directs,’’ creditors shall be entitled to 
object to the confirmation of the reduction of capital by the Court. 

Astbury, J., after stating the facts, said: It has been argued on 
behalf of the debenture holders that, notwithstanding the fact that 
no diminution of liability in respect of unpaid capital and no payment 
to any shareholder of any paid-up capital is involved, the debenture 
holders have no right to object to the proposed reduction. There is 
no authority in the books and no record of any unreported case in 
which a debenture holder has been permitted to oppose a reduction 
under such circumstances. It is clear from section 49 (1) that there 
is power in the Court to permit a creditor to object to a reduction under 
special circumstances; but from the framing of section 49, and having 
regard to the observations of Lord Macnaghten in Pode v. The 
Vutional Bank of China (supra), he was at least right in saying that 
prima facie, creditors are not to be concerned in these questions of 
reduction where no diminution of unpaid capital or no payment t 
any shareholder of paid-up capital is involved ; and that if the Court 
is to direct a secured creditor in particular to object to such 
reduction the secured creditor must make out a strong case before this 
lirection is given. The objection here taken on the part of the deber 
ture holders comes to this : that the company was proposing to place 
itself in a position to pay dividends out of future annual profits without 
making good such portion of its lost capital as was properly attribut 
able to floating or circulating capital. There must have been hundred 
of such cases in which a similar contention could have been made 
and in this particular case there is no evidence of any sort or kind 
that the assets are an insufficient security or that the secured debt is 
at the present time in any jeopardy. The debenture stock was taker 
by the holders with knowledge that the company had the right to 
exercise the statutory right of reducing its share capital, and there is no 
provision in the trust deed limiting the exercise of that right. It is 
impossible on the evidence to decide that the peat loss included 
circulating capitad at all, and, at any rate, there is no evidence 
adduced on behalf of the debenture holders to shew that the company 
was contemplating the payment of dividends in the future im any 
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way to which the debenture holders were entitled to object. There 
must be an order confirming the reduction of capital in this case.— 
Counset, Maugham, K.C., and Sir M. Denham Warmington, Bt. ; 
Clayton, K.C., and H. E. Wright. Soxricrrors, Hunter & .Haynes; 
Davidson <& Morriss. 

[Reported by L M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—-King’s Bench Division. 


BAILEY «. GILL. Div. Court. 17th October. 


County Covurrs—JuRIsDICTION—PROCEDURE—JUDGMENT 14OR ReETURN 
or GOODS WITH ALTERNATIVE OF DamMaGes—Non-RetTuRN AND Non 
PAYMENT—WARRANT OF Detivery or Goops WrirHour OpTion oF 
PaymMent—Power to Make such Orper—County Court Ruvutss, 
1903-1917, Ornp. 25, mn. 69—Forms 292, 293, 295. 


Where judgment is given in the county court for the return of 
specific goods, and, in the alternative, for ther assessed value, and 
default 1 made in returning the goods or paying the value, the court 
has jurisdiction to make an order fur a warrant of delivery of the 
goods without giving the defendant the option of retaining them. 


Appeal from the Plymouth County Court. Action for the return 
of a sewing machine, or £12, its value. The county court judge 
found that the sewing machine was the property of the plaintiff, and 
he gave judgment on llth February, 1918, for the plaintiff for the 
return of the machine within one week, or its value, £6 10s., and 
£1 damages. The defendant not having returned the sewing machine, 
and there being no goods upon which distress could be levied, the 
plaintiff, on 15th March, 1918, applied to the judge of the county 
court for an order that a warrant of delivery should issue for the return 
of the sewing machine. On this application the county court judge 
ordered : ‘‘ That the defendant should return the sewing machine to 
the plaintiff forthwith, and that in default of her doing so a warrant 
of delivery should issue, and required and ordered the high bailiff 
of the said court to seize the said sewing machine wheresoever it 
might be found in the district of the said court; and that if the 
same could not be found by the high bailiff within such district, he 
was required and ordered to distrain all the lands and chattels of 
the defendant wheresoever they might be found within the district 
of the court, and them hold until the defendant should deliver the 
said goods and chattels to him, the said high bailiff, and to make 
return of what he, the said high bailitf, had done under this warrant 
iminediately after the execution thereof.’’ The defendant appealed 
against the order of 15th March, 1918, on the ground that the judge 
had no jurisdiction to make such -an order and referred to the fact 
that Form 292 of the County Court Rules provides for the case where 
the judge makes an order at the trial for a return of goods, without 
giving the defendant the option of retaining them. The Form 293 
of Warranty of Delivery specifically states that the plaintiff obtained 
judgment for ‘‘recovery of the goods and chattels,’’ and thereupon 
it was ordered by the court that the said defendant should return, 
&c., and that in default of so doing a warrant of delivery should 
issue. The order of 11th February, 1918, in the present case provided 
for a return of the goods or, alternatively, of their valne, and set 
out the remedy to which the plaintiff was entitled in case of default 
Ord. 25, r. 69, of the County Court Rules, 1903 to 1917, provides that 
“Where a judgment or order is for the recovery of any property 
other than land or money, the court may, upon the application of 
the plaintiff, order, in default of delivery, that a warrant shall issue 
for the delivery of the property, without giving the defendant the 
option of retaining the same upon payment of the value assessed, 
it any, and that if the property cannot be found, and unless the 
court otherwise orders, the bailiff shall distrain the defendant by all 
his lands and chattels in the district of the court of which he is 
bailiff till the defendant delivers the property; or, at the option of 
the plaintiff, that the bailiff shall cause to be made of the defendant's 
goods the assessed value, if any, of the goods.” 

Rowratr, J.—This appeal raises the point whether the county 
court judge had jurisdiction to issue a warrant of delivery for 
the return by the defendant of the sewing machine, the subject of 
the action. The judgment was for the return of the sewing machine 
within one week, or payment of its value, £6 10s. The machine not 
being returned, nor the amount paid, the plaintiff applied, under 
ord. 25, r. 69, for a warrant of delivery, which was issued. The 
question is, can the warrant of delivery be issued under that judg 
ment’? I think it can. Before the Common Law Procedure Act. 1854, 
the courts of law could not issue this form of writ for delivery. In 
trover the judgment was only for damages. In detinue the form 
of the judgment was such that the defendant could satisfy the exigency 
of the judgment by paying the assessed value. Section 78 of the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, introduced another form of execu 
tion without following the judgment, which judgment remained, and 
still remains in the High Court and in the county court, for the 
return of the chattel, or for a certain amount as its value. Under 
the judgment the plaintiff may take either of the different forms of 
writ of execution which is applicable, including the form of writ 
or warrant of delivery, as in the present case. No question then arises 
as to the execution being hampered by the form of the judgment, 
and this appeal should be dismissed. 

McCarpiz, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Cowunset, 





Ewart Wort, for appellant; Dummett, for respondent. Souicrrors, 
Law & Worssam, for Elliot, Square & Geake, Plymouth; Erte 
R. Ward, Plymouth. 

[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.) 


New Orders, Wc. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 25th October contains the following in additioa 
to the matters prmted below 

1. Notice of an Appointment to the Military Appeal Tribunal for the 
Counties of Southampton and the Isle of Wight—Mr. Charles R. De La 
Sable, of Newbury. 

2. A Board of Trade Notice, dated 23rd October, under the Matches 
Order, 1917, and the Matches Order (No. 2), 1917, as w the price 
of certain Brands of Matches. 

3. A Ministry of Shipping Notice that the Discharge of Petroleum 
(Suspension of Bye laws) Order, 1918, dated 2lst October, 1918, has been 
made by the Shipping Controller under the Defence of the Realm Regu 
lations 

4. An Admiralty Order, dated 23rd October, amending the eection of 
the Order of 23rd May, 1918, relateng to Stern Lights 

The London Gazette of 29th October contains the following : 

5. An Order in Council, dated 23rd October, applying to the Isle of 
Man, with adaptations, numerous Defence of the Realm Kegulations 

6. An Admiralty Notice to Marimere (No. 1261 of the year 1918) 
relating to Scot nd—West Coast Kyle of Loch Aleh and Kyle Rhea 
Traffic Regulations 











Order in Council. 
NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS 

[Recitals. J 

It is hereby ordered, that the following amendments be made in the 
said Defence of the Realm Regulations : 

Control of War Material, Food, Forage, & 

1. In Regulation 2e for the words, ‘‘ sell or repair any article the 
sale or repair whereof,’’ there shall be substituted the words, aell, 
repair, or deliver any article the sale, repair, or delivery whereof.’ 

K ping of Motor Cycles 

2. In paragraph (e) of sub-section (1) of Regulation 9a (62 Soxicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, p 812] after the “words, ** Elis Maj< sty's Forces, there shall 
be inserted the words, ‘‘ or of the Forces of any of His Majesty's Allies.”’ 


Transfer of Registry of British Ships 


3. After Reculation 396 the following Regulation shall be inserted 
39Ge (1) Notwithstanding anything in the Merchant Shipping 
Acts, 189% to 1916. the regetry of a Britieh s ip regusters lan the 


Unsted Kingdom which has ft 


wen constructively lost shall mot be 
sidered ae cl sed unless the Board of Trade ao direct 


2) If the Board of Trade after considering the case of any such 
ship as aforesaid determine to give no such direction as aforesaid, 
they shall forthwith give notice of their determination to the regis 
trar of sh ppong at the shop's port f registry und the registrar 
shall thereupon transmit the ship's certificate registry to the ow 

f the sh Pp : ° 
Oath of Allegiance by Civil Servants 
4. In Regulation 45rr (62 Sonicitors’ Journat, p. 732) after the word 
urhteen,’’ where that word first occurs, there ehall be inserted the 





words clerical or administrative officer,’’ and after the word “ serve 
there shall be inserted the words ‘‘ as such an officer.’ 
Powers of Search, dy 
5. Regulation 51 shall be amended as follows: 
1) The words ‘‘ in contravention of Regulation 27 or Regulation 
27a’ shall be omitted 
2) For the words ‘‘ or where a leaflet has ‘been printed in con 
travention of Reg 276 there shall be substétuted the words 
or a leaflet has bee nted in travention of al i these Re gu 
Lion , 
Control of Printing 
0 R yulation LA ra imend l as f low 
For the words wainst Regulatoon 18 or Regulation 27 
Regulation 27a there shall be substituted the words igainat 
these Regulations has been or.’ 
2) After the words r that preparations’’ there shall be a 
serted the words “ have been or.’ 
3) After the words type other '’ there sha I ted the 
words plant or.”’ 


(4) For the words “‘ in a condition adapted for use in the production 
of such copes "’ there shall be evbstituted the w ipable of 
being used in the production of such copies or of the publication in 
which the information, report or statement has app sired or is about 
to appear.’ 

(5) After the words “should not be destroyed "’ there shall be 
ineerted the words ‘‘ detained or otherwite disposed of."’ 





6) After the words ‘to be destroyed "’ there shall be inserted 
the words ‘‘ or detained until further order.” 

(7) For the words ‘‘ Summary Jurisdiction (Ireland) Acts "’ there 
shall be substituted the words ‘“‘ Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1857.” 
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estriction Order. 1915 








Army Council 
\STE OF FORAGE (AMI 


NDMENT) ORDER, 1918 





SUPPLEMENTARY 


r, Silicia and Brick 


Limestone, Firec! 


HORSES ORDER, 
1918. is the owner 
n or before the thirteenth 

Board of Trade 
the information specified in 
ws owned by him 


se or ass within Great Britax 
wember, 1918, make 
» echedule hereto, giving 
m with regard to every such horse 


third day of November, 












LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
No. 14, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


Capital Stock .. ca on a = — £400,000 
Debenture Stock on ats ows os -— £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms ef Propesal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Ofiec. 
G. H. WAYNE, Secretary. 








unty borough or municipal boror urban district the owner 





nay lude in one return all horses and asses owned by him and stabled 
the same borough or district : 
Where horses or asses are stabled elsewhere than in a county borough 
, pal borough or urban district the owner may include in one 
turn all horses or asses owned by ham in the same county. 
No return shall refer to more than one borough, urban district of 








nclude mare, gelding, 


Horse shall 












41. Failure to make a Return, or the making of an untrue Return, or 
t ipplying of fals nformation, are summary offences against the 
Def e of the Realm Regulations. 
This Order may be cited as the Census of Horses Order, 1918 


ScHEDULE 
[Form of Return 


(Gazette, 25th October 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
RETURNS AS TO RUBBER. 


1. All persons shall, on or before the 7th day of November, send in 
to the Controller of Rubber, Ministry of Munitaons, 1, Grosvenor-place, 
and S.W. 1. a turn dn accordance with the schedule hereto of all 
raw rubber and all waste and reclaimed rubber situated in the United 
Kingdom jin their possession or under their control on the 3lst day of 
October, 1918 ; 
Notwithstanding the above, no return is required from any person 
whose total stock of rubber in his possession or under his ntrol on 
the 31st day of October, 1918, shall not exceed one ton 
2. The said return shall be verified by the signature of the person 
quired to furnish the same, or where such person is a firm or corpora 
n, by the signature of a partner, director or other responsible officer 
3. This Order moy be cited as the Rubber (Returns) Order, 1918 


THe ScHEDULE. 


[Form of Return.) 


(Gazette, 25th October 


THE IMPORTED FLAX SEED (CONTROL) NOTICE, 1918. 


Bos The Minister of Munitions] he reby g-ves notice of an intention to 
fa Fibre Sowing Flax Seed amported, or to be 
28th day of Sep 


posses 


‘ted nto Ireland at any tame subsequent to the 


terr | er 191 $ 

If after this notice any person, without the consent of the Minister of 
Munitions, sells. removes, or secretes any seed of the description afore 
said, or deals with & in amy avay contrary to any conditions imposed in 
any Kcenee, permt o1 wder that may have been granted in respe 
ereof he shall be guilty of an offence against the said Regulations 
2. It shall be the duty of the importer of any seed of the description 
foresaid to furnish to the Administrator, Flax Supplies Committee, 
Belfast, full particulars thereof upon the arrival of any such seed in the 
Inited Kingdom. 
3. This Order m vy be cited as the Imp rted Flax Seed (Control) Notice 
1918 


25th October (Gazette. 25th October 


The RESCUTCHED TOW No. 2 ORDER, 1918 

1. [The Minister of Munitions] hereby takes possession as and from 
the date hereof of all Rescutched Tow off Flax of the 1918 crop grown 
n Ireland 
29 The Rescutched Tow, of which possession is hereby taken under 
paragraph 1, w ll be divided under the directions of the Director Genera! 
‘ Aircraft Production into three grades, according to its quality 
and cleaning, and the Minister will pay therefor the following 


handling 
prices, except as may be determined otherwise in terms of clause 4 
hereof 


F ret Grade.— £135 per ton delivered at nearest Railway Station to 


uppointed desitanation. 
Second Grade. —£125 per ton delivered at nearest Railway Station 


to appointed destimation. 
Third Gride.—£1165 per ton delivered at nearest Railway Station t 


uppornted dest‘nation, 
Fine Tow which is not Rescutched, Pluckings, Dressings, and Re 
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Nov. 2, 1918 
scutched Tow which és inferior in ity to that of the Third Grade 
ee a will 53 paid for « ag to their ery — 

. Any Vv an mn or under contro 
any Rug, Bescutched Tow, Plackings, or Geechee off the Flax of the 
1917 crop or previous grown in Ireland, should, within two weeks 
from the date of this Notice and Order, make a return showing hia stocks 
as at the date of this Order, of all such Rug, Rescutched Tow, Pluckings, 
or Dressings, in his possession or under his control to the Administrator, 
Flax Supplies Committee, Whitehall Buildings, Ann-street, Belfast, in 
the form prescribed by him. ; 

4. Any person failing to make a return in tHe prescribed form in 
terms of Clause 3 hereof will only be entitled to and will only be paid 
for his Rescutched Tow, Fine Tow, Plucking:, or Dressings off the 1918 
Flax crop grown in Ireland in terms of the price for such off the 1917 
Flax or previous years, as set out in Clause 2 of the Rescutched 
Tow Order, 1918. 

5. If after this Notice and Order any person having control of any 
Rescutched Tow referred to hereunder seils, removes, or secretes such 
Rescutched Tow, except upon the terms provided in this Order, he wil! 
be guilty of an offence against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

6. All communications in connection with this Notice and Order should 
be made to the Administrator, Flax Supplies Committee, Whitehal! 
Buildings, Ann-street, Belfast. 

7. Theos Order may be cited as the 1918 crop Rescutched Tow (Ireland) 
Order. 

25th October (Gazette, 25th October. 


Food Orders. 
THE FISH (PRICES) No. 3 ORDER, 1918. 

1. General restriction.—{a) A person shall not on or after the 21st 
October, 1918, sell or offer or expose for sale, or buy or offer to buy 
any fish at prices exceeding the maximum prices for the time being 
applicable under this Order. 

(6) Untal further notice the maximum prices for the fish specified in 
the first three Schedules shall be at the rates applicable according to 
such Schedules, and the following provisions of this Order. 

(c) The Food Controller may from time to time by notice, whether of 
general or local application, prescribe further or other prices for fish 
whether or not specified in the first three Schedules. 

2. Maximum prices on sales by wholesale by producers and wholesale 
dealers.J—(a) On a sale (other than by retail) of fish of a kind specified 
in the First Schedule the maximum prices shall be at the rate applicable 
according to the first or second column of such Schedule (as The case 
may tbe). 

(d) retailers’ purchases in inland market for rail trans port.]—Where 
the fish have been brought for sale to an inland whelenle market and 
are sold to a retail dealer by a seller who at the request of the buyer 
places the fish on rail suitably packed for delivery to the buyer, a sum 
may be added to the maximum -- applicable under sub-clause (i) of 
this clause at a rate not exceeding 33 per centum of such maximum 
price or such other rate as the Food Controller may from time to time 
prescribe: Provided that such additional sum shall only be charged where 
the fish would in the ordinary course of trade be consigned to the buyer 
from the market by rail. 

(f) Perms.]}—The foregoing prices are fixed on the basis that payment 
is to be net cash within 7 days of completion of delivery, and monies 
then unpaid thereafter to carry interest not exceeding the rate of 5 per 
centum per annum, or Bank Rate, whichever shall be the higher. 

5. Maximum price on sales by retail.J—{a) On a sale by retail of any 
fish specified in the first three Schedules to this Order the maximum | 
nice shall be at the rate mentioned in the third column of the First | 
Schedule and the second column of the Second and Third Schedules. 

(6) Where any fish is delivered at the request of the buyer otherwise 
than at the seller’s premises an additional charge may be made in respect 
of such dekivery not exceeding a sum at the rate of $d. per bb. or any | 
larger sum properly and actually paid by the seller for carriage. No | 
charge may be made for cleaning or dressing fish, packing, packages or | 





for giving credit. 

6. Variation of price by Food Committee.J—A Food Committee may 
from time to time by resolution vary the maximum price applicable on 
@ sale of fish by retail within their area or any part of their area; but 

(a) Every such resolution shall be reported’to the Food Controller 
within 5 days, and, im the case of a res»lution increasing the maxi- 
mum price, shal] not take effect until the same has been sanctioned 
by the Food Controller ; and 

b) Every resolution by a Food Committee under this clause shal] 
be subject at any time to review by the Food Controller and shall 
he withdrews or varied as he may direct 

. Rules as to sales.) 

Priority for bait.) 

Notices. Every person selling fish by retai] shall keep posted in 4 | 
conspicuous position, so as to be easily readable by all customers through- 
out the whole time during which fish are being sold or exposed for sale, 
& notice showing in plain words and figures the maximum price for such 

h for the time being in force under this Order, and also the actual 
price at which such fish are at the time being sold by him. 

(2) This Clause shall not apply to a fisherman selling his own fish to 
consumers otherwise than from a shop, cart or barrow. 

10. Contracts.1—Where any contract for the sale of any fish eubseisting 
on the Zlet October, 1918, provides for the payment of a price in excess 
of the maximum price fixed by this Order, the content shall stand so far 
a8 concerns any ah delivered before the 2lst October, 1918, but shall, 


~ 
‘ 





———— 
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: unless the Food Controller otherwise directs, be avoided as far ag con- 
| cerns any fish agreed to be sold above such maximum price which bas 
not been so delivered. ; 

ll. Fictifious transactions.) 

12. Definitions.) ; 

13. Exceptions.)—Thie Order shall not apply to sales of cooked fish 
by @ person in the ordinary course of his trade or to the fish and fish 
sroducts mentioned in the Fourth Schedule hereto, or, between the let 
Saas and 2nd February, 1919 (inclusive), to salmon or trout 

14. Revocation.}—The Fish (Prices) Order No. 2, 1918, is revoked as 
on the 21st October, 1918, without prejudice to any proceedings in respect 
of any contravention thereof 

16. Title and commencement. } 1) This Order shall come into force 
ov the 2lst October, 1918. 

(b) This Order may be cited as the Fish (Prices) No. 3 Order, 1918 


26th September, 1918 


ORDER AMENDING THE FOOD CONTROL COMMITTEES 
(CONSTITUTION) ORDER, 191/, AND THE JOINT FOOD 
CONTROL COMMITTEES (CONSTITUTION) ORDER, 1918 

(This Order is embodied in the two following Orders.] 
5th October 


THE FOOD CONTROL COMMITTEES (CONSTITUTION) 
ORDER, 1917, DATED 22np AUGUST, 1917, AS AMENDED BY 
AN ORDER OF THE FOOD CONTROLLER, DATED 5rn 
OCTOBER, 1918 

1. There shall be a Food Control Committee appointed for the dis 
trict of every Local Authority, and such Committee shall be appointed 
by the Local Authority : 

“Provided that a Local Authority may combine with any other Local 
Authority or Authorities in appointing a Food Control Committee and 
in assigning to such Committee the whole or such parts of the districts 
of the constituent Local Authorities as they may determine 

A person appointed to be a member of the Committee need not be a 
member of the Authority by which he is appointed 

At least two members of every Committee shall be women. Where 
the number of members is less than 12 at least two other members, and 
in every other case at least three other members, shall be representa 
tives of labour. 

A person shall not without the consent of the Food Controller be 
cligtthe for appointment as a member of a Food Control Committee, 
or of any sub-Committee of a Food Control Committee, if he has been 
convicted of a summary offence against the Defence of the Realm Regu 
lations by reason of any contravention of any Order of the Food Con 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, WC 1 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 












"TBE need for greater effort to counterbalance 

the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
Leute W.C. 1, to plead most,earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child life. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 

OR over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 


£5,000 has to be raised immediately 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 


obtained on application to— 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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troller, or by reason of any act done by him in connexion with any act 
prohibited by any such Order. 

2. The Food Control Committee shall consist of such number of 

ersons, not being more than 16 where the population of the district 
or which such Committee is appointed exceeded 20,000 according to 
the 1911 Census, and not being more than 12 in an other case, as the 
Appointing Authority shall determine; provided that every Committee 
shall consist of at least eight persons. 

3. The Clerk of the Appointing Authority shall upon the appoint- 
ment of any person to be a member of the Food Control Committee 
forthwith notify to the Food Controller or a person nominated by him 
the name, address, occupation and description of the person so ap- 
pointed. 

4. The Appointing Authority shall in each year between such dates 
as the Food Controller may prescribe appoint persons to enter into 
office as members of the Food Control Committee on 18th November 
in that year. The prescribed dates for the year 1918 shall be Sth 
October and 12th November i 

[7'e rma of office } 

5. [Casual vacancies.] 

6-14. [Proceedings of Food Control Committees } 

15. If any difficulty arises with respect to the constitution of a Food 
Control Committee or otherwise in relation to the operation of this 
Order, the Food Controller may make any appointment, and do any 
thing which appears to him necessary or expedient for the establish 
ment of such a Committee or otherwise for securing the full operation 
of this Order and of any subsequent Order relating to the constitution, 
powers and duties of Food Control Committees 

The Food Controller may from time to time vary the provisions of 
this Order in its application to the constitution, powers, duties, or 
proceedings of any Committee, and may at any time direct that any 
part of the district of a Food Control Committee shall be transferred 
to the district of any other Food Control Committee and give all neces 
sary and consequential directions. 

16. The powers and duties of a Food Control Committee shall be 
such as are from time to time assigned to them by the Food Controller, 
and the Committee shall in the exercise of those powers and the per 
formance of those duties comply with such directiong as may be given 
by the Food Controller from time to time y : 

17. A Food Control Committee shall furnish such reports, returns 
and information as may from time to time be required by or on behalf 
of the Food Controller ; 

18. Powers and duties conferred or imposed on a Food Control 
Committee by the Food Controller shall, unless otherwise expressed, 
be exercisable and shall operate within and in relation to the area for 
which such Committee acta 

20. A Food Control Committee shall expend only such moneys as are 
authorized generally or specially by the Food Controller, and such 
further moneys as may be authorized by the appointing authority or 
authorities. For the purpose of enabling a Food Control Committee 
to make any payments which the Committee are from time to time 
authorized to make, the appointing authority or authorities shall 
advance to the Committee such sum or sums as may be necessary. 

21. A Committee appointed after 27th July, 1917, by a Local Autho- 
rity or Authorities as a Food Control Committee, shall, if the Com- 
mittee conform as to membership with the provisions of this Order, 
be deemed to have been appointed pursuant to this Order 

22. In the application of this Order to England and Wales the ex- 
pression ‘‘ Local Authority ’’ shall mean the Common Council of the 
City of London and the Councils of Metropolitan and Municipal 
Boroughs and of urban and rural districts and the Council of the Isles 
of Scilly. 

23. In the application of this Order to 
**Local Authority ’’ shall mean 

(1) in each County a Joint Committee of the County Council 
and the Town Councils of the Royal, Parliamentary and Police 
Burghs within the County with a population, according to the 1911 
Census, not exceeding 5,000, provided that the Town Council of 
any other Royal, Parliamentary or Police Burgh may, if it eo 
decides, agree to join the Joint Committee ; 

(2) in all other Royal, Parliamentary or Police Burghs, the Town 
Council 

24. (a) This Order may be cited as the Food Control Committees 
(Constitution) Order, 1917 

4) This Order shall not apply to Ireland 

22nd August, 1vi7 

Amended 5th October, 1918 


Scotland, the expression 


THE JOINT FOOD CONTROL COMMITTEES (CONSTITUTION) 
ORDER, 1918, DATED THE 28rnH JUNE, 1918, AS AMENDED 
BY AN ORDER OF THE FOOD CONTROLLER, DATED THE 
5rn OCTOBER, 1918 

The Food Controller hereby orders that the Food Control Committees 

(Constitution) Order, 1917 (hereinafter called the Principal Order), shall | 


be amended as follows :— 
1. A Local Authority may at any time with the consent of the Food 





Controller enter into an arrangement with any other Local Authority 

or Authorities for the appointment of a Joint Food Control Committee, | 
and such arrangements whet provide— i 
(a) for the assignment to such Committee of the whole or such | 


of the districts of the Constituent Authorities as they may 


e; 

(6) fot the number of members of such Joint Committee ; 

(¢) for the number of members of the Joint Committee to be 
appointed by the several Constituent Authorities respectively, so 
that so far as practicable each of the Constituent Authorities shal! 
be represented on euch Joint Committee ; 

(d) for the basis on which advamres shall be made to the Joint 
Committee by the Constituent Authorities; and 

(e) generally with regard to the Constitution of the Joint Com 
mittee. 

Any such arrangements may be varied by the Food Controller from 
time to time. 

The Joint Committee shall enter into office on the date fixed for th 
purpose by the Food Controller. 

3. The provisions of Clauses 3, 4, and 5 of the Food Contro] Commit 
tees (Constitution) Order, 1917 (hereinafter called the Principal Order), 
as amended shall apply to a Joint Committee as they apply to a Food 
Control Committee, provided that in the application of those clauses to 
any member of a Joint Committee the Appointing Authority shall mean 
the Authority which has appointed such member. 

4. The provisions of Clauses 6 to 14 inclusive of the Principal Order 
as amended shall apply to a Joint Committee and a Sub-Committee of 
a Joint Committee in the same way as they apply to a Food Contro 
Committee and a Sub-Committee of a Food Control Committee. 

5. A Joint Food Control Committee shall expend only such moneys 
as are authorized either generally or specially by the Food Controller and 
such further moneys as may be authorized by the constituent authorities 
For the purpose of enabling a Joint Food Control Committee to make 
any payments which the Committee are from time to time authorized to 
make the constituent authorities shall advance to the Committee such 
sum or sums as May be necessary. 

6. If any difficulty arises with respect to the constitution of a Joini 
Committee or otherwise in relation to the operation of this Order, the 
ood Controller may make any appointment and do anything which 
appears to him necessary or expedient for the establishment of such a 
Joint Committee or otherwise for securing the full operation of the 
Order, or of any subsequent Order relating to the constitution, powers, 
or duties of a Joint Committee, 

The Food Controller may from time to time vary the provisions of 
this Order in its application to the constitution, powers, duties or 
proceedings of any Committee, and may at any time direct that any 
part of the district of a Joint Committee shall be transferred to the dis- 
trict of any other Committee and give all necessary and consequentia 
directions. 

7. A Joint Committee appointed in accordance with this Order shall 
in respect of any district or parts of districts assigned to them and 
subject to the provisions hereinbefore contained, be deemed to be a 
Food Control Committee, and shall have and may exercise and perform 
in such districta or parts, all the powers and duties for the time being 
conferred or imposed on a Food Control Committee. 

8. The provisions of Clauses 16 to 19 inclusive of the Principal Order 
as amended shall apply to and in relation to a Joint Committee as they 
apply to and in relation to a Food Control Committee. 

10. (a) Where at any time before the date of this Order any Local 
Authority has, with the consent of the Food Controller, combined with 
any other Local Authority or Authorities in appointing a Committee 
and in assigning to such Committee the whole or parts of the districts 
of the Constituent Authorities, the Committee so appointed shall be 
deemed to be a Joint Committee appointed under this Order and shal! 
have the same powers and perform the same duties as if they were such 
a Joint Committee. 

(6b) All acts done and directions given by such Committee pureuant 
to anv Order of the Food Controller sha!l have effect in the same manner 
and to the same extent as if the Committee had been a Joint Committee 
appointed under this Order. 

(c) Where any district or part of any district has been assigned in 
manner aforesaid, the provisions of Clause 9 (a) hereof shall apply to the 
Food Control Committee for such district, except that the date of this 
Order shall be substituted for the date referred to in that clause. 

(d) The provisions of Clauses 1 and 2 of the Principal Order as 
amended, so far as they relate to the numbers of members and the 
representation of women and labour, shall apply to a Joint Committee 
to which this clause applies. 

12. The provisions of Clause 1 of the Principal Order as amended, 
relating to disqualification for membership of a Food Control Committee 
or a Sub-Committee of a Food Control Committee, shall apply in relati 
to a Joint Committee or a Sub-Committee of a Joint Committée. 

13. In the application of this Order to England and Wales and Scotland, 
respectively, the expression ‘‘ Local Authority ”’ shall have the same 
meaning as it has in the like application under the Principal Order. 

14. (a) This Order shall be cited as the Joint Food Control Committees 
(Constitution) Order, 1918, and shall be read as one with the Principal 
Order. : 

(6) This Order shall not apply to Ireland. 

28th June, 1918. 

Amended 5th October, 1918. 
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‘The tollowing Food Orders hove also been issued :— 

The Bone Products (Requisition) Order, 
September. 

The Greek Currants (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, Notice under, 
dated 9th October. 

The British Onions Order, 
10th October. 

The Imported Onion Order, 
10th October. 


1918, dated 23rd 


1918, General Licence under, dated 


1918, General Licence under, dated 


Societies. 


The Law Society. 
BRITISH RED CROSS FUND. 


additional contributions, which, with those already 
the Solicitors’ Fund up to a sum of £6,201, are 


The following 
acknowledged, bring 

- wled i: a 
acknowledged :— 


£ s.d. 
Druces & Attlee 210 0 0 
Holman, Fenwick & Willan 6210 0 
Rider, Heaton, Meredith & Mills 2 5 0 
Br dges, Sawtell & Co. . 26 5 0 
Arthur J Lees... 2.40 «0 
Rehder & Higgs 21 0 0 
Murray, Hutchins & Co. (further donatior 1515 0 
Smiths, Fox & Sedgwick . ; ‘ 1515 U0 
Andrew Wood, Purves & Sutton am 1010 0 
Duffield, Bruty & Co. 1010 0 
Neve, Beck & Kirby ; 1010 0 
Sr R. Melvill Beachcroft 1010 O 
Blyth, Dutton, Hartley & Blyth 1010 0 
Ww. a Hall owes 10 0 O 


Jorbould, Rigby & Co.; Vallance & 
Willis & Willis ; W. H. De Buisson ; 
Webb & Sons; Wilkinson, Howlett & 
Burne x Wykes 


Subscriptions of £5 5s. each: 
Vallance; Littledale & Lefroy ; 
Neish, Howell & Haldane; Wm. 
Wilkinson, Barnett, Chadwick & Co. ; 

Snell & Co., £5 

Subscriptions of £3 3s. each :- 
Tee & Sons. 

Bertram Sturt, £3. 

Subscription of £2 2s. each:—J. A. C. 
W. Dommett ; G. Ogilvy Jackson; J. P. Jobso m; 
Sharp & Be nest ; J. N. Nabarro ; O. J. Slater 

Subscriptions of £1 1s. each :—Rivers & Milne; F. J. Mann; G. G. T. 
Treherne ; T. H. Horwood ; J. Moverley Sharp ; M. H. Arnison. 

aga butdons to the So ici itors’ Fund may stil be sent to E. R. Cook, 

Eat» Secretary, The Law Society, Ohancery lane, London, W.C. 2, who 
wi 


acknowl ge the receipt. 
The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


D. C. Taylor ; Law & Worssam ; Ashley, 


Tanner; W. H. Sanders ; 
J. Markby Whiting ; 


Ss @ @, 
Amount previously notified £1,005 18 1 
The tellowing farther donation is gratefully 
acknowledged :— 
C. G. Conolly, Esq. 200 
£1,007 18 1 





and may be sent to 
Committee,’’ 





Further donations are very urgently needed, 
“The Joint Hon. Treasurers, Belgian Lawyers’ Aid 
General Buildings, Aldwych, W. ©. 2. 





Lord Finlay on German Crimes. 


The Lord Chancellor presided at a dinner in the Royal Gallery of the 
Palace of Westminster on Friday night, the 25th ult., at which the 
members of the French, Italian and Belgian sections of the Inter-Allied 
Parliamentary Committee were the guests of the Government. A recep- 
tion by the fue Chancellor and the Speaker of the House of Commons 
in the Peers’ Library prece ‘ded the dinner. 

Many members of both Houses of Parliament, representatives of the 
Domimons, and naval and military officers were included in the company. 

In subm: tting the toast of the French, Italian and Belgian sections of 
the Committee, Lord Finlay, says the 7’imes, said that in the present 


responsi sible for such a system must be dealt with sternly. 


a. 
b 


that had been done. The 





We had two 
mé in this war. One of them was the punishment of those who could 
e proved gu ity of outrages; the other was reparation for the wrongs 
yunishme nt of the offenders would not be mere 


vengeance ; it W ‘ould be the vind n of dnternational morality. Let 
t not be said that reparation was demanded by us, as the Germans were 
siyyng, ui the arrogance of yictory. We had demanded these things 
from the beginning of the war, and when the sky was darkest for us 
We would 1 use to demand them now, when we had good reason for 
thinking that we were on the w by to Vi t ry. Some wrongs could not 
be righted; but the devastation that had been wrought in the invaded 

Mu s m be wwe 1 for Expressing his own opinion, he 
said that every v that had been sunk by submarines ought to be 


( 


Yhurches of the United Kingdom 


r place | Wes coul id not 


allow Germany, when the war was over, to 
itage of having all her merchant ~ intact. Above 
tion must be taught that militariam did not pay. 





A League of Nations. 


and fifty representatives of the Christian 
was held on Tuesday at Lambeth 


A conference of between forty 


Palace, under the presidency of the Archbishop of Canterbury, to discuss 
from a religious point of view the most effective mode in which the sup 
port of the Christian Churches can be given to the project of a League 
of Nations 

After ful I discussion, the following resolutions were carried 
una mous aly 


That this conference of representatives of the British Churches 


desie res the Arclibish Pp of Canterbury to represent to the Govern 
ment the strong conviction they have that steps should be taken 
without de ay to draft a project for a League of Nations, and to 
beg that the Government will take the requisite steps in union with 


iis end, 

nference, being unanimously convinced that the 
of Nations is essential to the establishment 
tions as may prevent the recurrence of war, 
is the duty ‘of the Christian Churches to do 


the Allied Governments to secure t 
2. That this « 
on of a League 
of such international rela 
ind recognizing that it 


ill their power to secure this great object» appoints a committee 
1) to draw up a public declaration in support of a League of 
Nations, to be signed by the responsible heads of the Christian 
Churches ; (2) to arrange, if f bee desirable, a national conference ; 


mal propaganda 


vnd (3) to take the requisite atepe to further educati: 
in such concert 


throughout the country, and, if possible, beyond it, 
wi th others as may seem adi isable. 
Among those present were :—The Bishops of Winchester and Hereford, 








war France had distingu‘shed herself even _more than on any previous 
occasion in her long and glorious history. She had been exposed to the 
sudden spring of the German tiger, and the way in which she ~s 
recovered herself had been the admiration of the world. Alsace and 
Lorraine would be restored to France, from which they ought never to 
have been severed. It must not be forgotten, aleo, that Italy, to her 





eternal honour, rejected the offers of the tempters who asked for her 
assistance in thie war. She said that it was a war of aggression and 
not of defence, and that with Austria and Germany, in this war, she 
would never ally herself. No one could utter the name of Belgium 
Without thinking of the unutterable wrongs which she had sustained. 
That meeting was a symbol of the close co-operation of the Allies in 
the business of the hour, and that business was to achieve victory and 
ctush German militarism. This had been on the part of Germany the 





most wicked and wanton war that was ever waged. Such crimes as the | 
deportation of women called aloud to Heaven for punishment, and those 


W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 





VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 





EVERY THURSDAY, 
WEDNESDAY, 


AUCTION SALES 
VIEW ON 


IN 
LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


PARK ONE (40 Lines) TrLeorams;: “WHITELEY LON DON,” 


PHONS No. : 
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the Moderators of the Church of Scotland and the United Free Church 
of Scotland, the Bishop of Brechin (Primus of the Scottish Episcopal 
Church), Lord Bryce, Lord Donoughmore, the Right Hon. Sir W. H. 

ickinson, M.P., Sir John McClure, Right Hon. J. W. Gulland, M.P., 
Right Hon. Arthur Henderson. M.P.. tight Hon. Walter Runciman, 
M. ., the Rev. J. Scott L dgett, the Rev. F. B. Meyer, the Dean of 
Worcester, and the Master of the Temple 





The Handing Over of Stonehenge. 


On Salisbury Plain last Saturday afternoon Stonehenge was formally 
handed over to the nation by Mr. Chubb, of Be merton Lodge, Salsbu: ,, 
and accepted on the Government by Sir Alfred Mond. te 
receiving the deed of gift, says the Z7’imes, the First Commissioner of 
Works said the step that Mr. Chubb had so generously and patriotically 
taken had aroused the deepest feeling of gratitude throughout the 
country. The Prime Minister had expressed his personal appreciation of 
Mr Chubb's action Not only h wd Stonehe nge itself now bec me the 
property of the nation, but thirty acres of surrounding ground accom- 
pamed the gift. He hoped that steps would be taken to improve the 
surroundings of I There had been much criticism of the 
fencing, but # would be impossible to leave the monument entirely 
unguarded. It was proposed, by means of a sunken fence, to afford 
the Necessary prot ction without offen ling the eye. He also hoped that 
it would be to extend the important excavations which had 
already been made on the site. There were in the local museum some 
of the stone implements with which the huge stones of the temple of 
Stonehenge were dressed and trimmed. It was hoped that, under super- 
vision, discoveries would be made on the site which would throw further 
light on the history of the monument. ‘‘ This ceremony takes place,”’ 
he concluded, “‘ at a time which is perhaps a turning point in the history 
of our country. After four years of anxiety, toil and peril we eee at last 
the sun of victory shining over the horizon. It is a good augury. Our 
ancestors here worshipped the sun when it rose. We to-day can turn 
our eyes towards the sun of victory won so gallantly by the men who 
have gone out and fought and died for us.”’ 


behalf of 


Stonehe nge 


Pp s=ible 


The National Trust for Places of 
Historic Interest or Natural Beauty 


The Executive Committee of the National Trust for Places of Historic 
Interest or Natural Beauty, 25, Victoria-street, S.W. 1, announce some 
recent gifts which have been made to the nation through the Trust. One 
of these—the Dodman on the Cornish coast—has already been announced 
(62 Souicrrors’ JournnaL, 770; Z'imes, let October). The Dodman was 
presented to the Trust by “‘a friend who desires to be anonymous.” 
Another gift is Shirehampton Park, about ninety acres, overlooking the 
River Avon, near Bristol, the gift of Mr. Napier Miles, of King’s Weston. 
It consists of a number of glades abounding in fine trees, and the higher 
parte of it command beautiful views over and across the Avon, towards 
the Leigh Woods, already the property of the Trust. Part of the ground 
is used as a golf club, and it is a condition of the gift that the club shall 
be undisturbed—the rent which it pays, falling in future to the Trust, 
easily covering any expenses likely to be incurred in the upkeep of the 
park. It is hoped that this property will be transferred to the Trust 
immediately 

A further gift is a large tract—about 7,000 acres—of Exmoor. Early 
last year it was announced that Sir Thomas Acland proposed to hand 
this land over to the care of the Trust. This intention has now been 
carried out, and a lease of 500 years has been granted. The Trust does 
not in this case derive any income from the property, but it obtains the 
permanent power of protecting from injury, te building or otherwise, a 
very large tract of beautiful country 


The Sale of the Mart. 


The following article, which appeared in the Times of Thursday, 
and which we are permitted to reproduce, will be found of interest to 
our readers : 

Negotiations have been concluded for the sale of the Auction Mart 
premises in Tokenhouse-yard. There have been two competitors 
anxious to secure the property, one of them the Bank of England, and 
there is reason to think that the Bank has now made the offer which 
has been provisionally accepted. The basement of the premises, for 
merly a restaurant, carried on by a well-known firm of caterers, has 
been for the last two or three years in the occupation of the Bank as 
a refreshment room for the etaff 

The offer will presumably have to be confirmed by the shareholders 
of the Auction Mart Company (Limited), to whom the Mart belongs. 
Some idea of the price realized for the property may be formed from 
the fact that the directors expect to pay the shareholders in full, and 
also pay all the necessary expenses ol liquidation. The capital of the 
company is £105,700 in 10,570 4 per cent. preference shares of £5 each, 
and 10,570 ordinary shares of £5 each 

The directors at the date of the last annual report (March) were :— 
Mr. Daniel Watney, Mr. Frederick George Chinnock (who has since 
died), Mr. Edwin Fox, Mr. John Hubert Oakley, and Mr. Samuel 





Walker. There has been no free market for the company’s shares, 
which have changed hands privately, or occasionally under the hammer, 
y Paw most recent quotations have been in the neighbourhood of 

The site area of the Mart is about 3,600 square feet, with a frontage 
of nearly 100 ft. to Tokenhouse-yard and a return frontage of 27 ft. to 
King’s Arme-yard, Moorgate-street. It is a substantial building of 
three floors, and was erected about fifty years ago. 

The fees paid by auctioneers for the hire of rooms and the display 
of announcements amounted in 1906 to £6,909, in 1907 to £6,733, in 1908 
to £6,211, in 1909 to £5,556, in 1910 to £5,178, and in 1911 there was 
an increase of £244. According to the last annual report the fees paid 
by auctioneers for the year ended 31st December, 1917, amounted to 
£2,245, of which £1,929 was in respect of rooms, £143 for the exhibition 
of notice boards, and £172 for shewing bills. The rent received from 
refreshment rooms and offices appeared in the same balance-sheet as 
£394. The total income of £2,745 compared with £3,204 in the pre 
vious year. The deerease on the year was “in connection with the 
new tenancy arranged with the Bank of England,” and, as a matter 
of fact, the fees paid by auctioneers were £45 in excess of those in 1917. 

Tue Trenv or Business. 

If, as is probable, the contemplated sale of the premises by the 
Auction Mart Company involves the closing of the Mart as an auction 
centre, the event is one of considerable importance to auctioneers and 
property owners, although the trend of events in the estate market for 
some years has been in a direction which makes it of rather less moment 
than it might have been a few years ago. It is now increasingly the 
practice to sell landed properties in the locality in which they are 
situated, and not a few of those which change hands in London do so 
at Hanover-square—the sale reported to-day of land belonging to the 
Duke of Sutherland being a case in point. 

At one time there was a certain amount of publicity obtainable in 
itself by the conduct of an auction at Tokenhouse-yard, but this ie now 
more usually and effectively secured through the Press. For the sale 
of miscellaneous effects the Mart does not count, although occasionally 
sales of wool, wine, and carpets have been held there. The failure of 
the Mart in thie respect was a sad disappointment to the auctioneers 
of an earlier day, judging from the prospectus which we quote below. 

Some Former Marts. 

The earliest attempt to provide a centre for dealings in real property 
in the City of London was probably that of Garway, or Garraway, 
after the Restoration. His coffee house was for more than 200 years 
the resort of buyers and sellers of real estate. The house stood in 
Exchange-alley, and was at firet noted for the sale of ‘tea in leaf, 
and drink made according to the directions of the most knowing mer- 
chants and travellers into those Eastern countries. . The said 
Thomas Garway hath tea to sell from 16s. to 50s. a pound.”’ 

In the year 1808 the Lord Mayor, John Ansley, laid the foundation- 
stone of what wae expressly termed “‘ an auction mart,’’ in Bartholomew- 
lane and Throgmorton-street. According to the prospectus, which was 
printed in Playhouse-yard, the directors ‘indulge the hope that the 
gentlemen of the Law will find the establishment worthy of their patron- 
age, and calculated to promote the interests of their clients. Sales by 

ublic auction were originally very circumscribed, seldom extending 
beyond a gallery of pictures, a library, or such miscellaneous collec- 
tion of the arts, manufactures, and merchandise as were adapted to 
gratify the curiosity or propensities of the age. A variety of concurrent 
circumstances, however, have rendered the business of an auctionect 
eminent, conspicuous, and pet, and a generous public has 
honoured the individuals engaged in it with unlimited confidence.”” The 
prospectus goes on to say :—‘‘ That a large proportion of the property 
exposed to sale may not escape notice, and consequently the wishes of 
many be procrastinated, or the opportunity of accomplishing them ad- 
vantageously irretrievably lost, a spacious saloon has been erected as the 
grand and central point for the most prompt information of all sorts of 
property, viz. :—freehold, copyhold, lifehold, and leasehold estates of 
every description, annuities, shares, farm stock, timber, stocks-in trade, 
and merchandise of every description, furniture, wines, pictures, natural 
and artificial curiosities, etc.”’ ~* 

The building was described as ‘‘ simply elegant and highly creditable 
to the young architect (John Walters), who has bestowed upon his de- 
sign the characteristics of a national edifice.” On the principal storey 
was “a spacious saloon for the exposition of particulars of sale.” There 
were also secretary's and other offices, and a coffee room with consult 1- 
tion rooms for negotiators. It was added that ‘‘ the system is intended 
not to supersede the practice of advertising, but to act as an auxiliary 
to hg 

NeeEp or A CENTRAL MART. 

The Mart was subsequently established in Tokenhouse-yard, and there 
most of the principal auctioneers for at least fifty years have conducted 
sales. Although it is in some respects hardly up to modern requirements, 
the Mart has served its purpose as a City centre mainly, indeed almost 
entirely, devoted to real property business. There has been room for 
considerable improvement in its arrangement in many respects, but the 
essential consideration has been its existence and maintenance for the 
one special purpose. Tf it is to be closed the questions raised will 
demand and receive the serious consideration of all auctioneers, for 
whom a public and central place of sale is indispensable. despite the 
innovations which have been made by some firms in providing aaction 


rooms. Moreover, adequate accommodation for the te ze, 










918 © 








shares, 
ammer, 
ood of 


rontage 
7 ft. to 
ling of 


display 
in 1908 
pre was 
es paid 
nted to 
nibition 
d from 
heet as 
he pre 
ith the 
matter 


n 1917. 


by the 
auction 
rs and 
ket for 
noment 
zly the 
ey are 
} do so 
to the 


able in 
ie now 
he sale 
ionally 
lure of 
oneers 
below. 


roperty 
raway, 
) years 
ood in 
n leaf, 

mer- 
. said 


dation- 
lomew- 
ch was 
at the 
yatron- 
yles by 
ending 
collec: 
ted to 
urrent 
Lionéct 
ic hae 
* The 
operty 
hes of 
m ad- 
as the 
orts of 
ites of 
trade, 
atural 


litable 
his de- 
storey 
There 
nsulta- 
tended 
xiliary 


1 there 
ducted 
ments, 
almost 
ym for 
ut the 
or the 
d will 
8, for 
te the 
action 
hange, 








Nov. 2, 1918 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 63.] 47 
————————_ 


; 2 NS 








re 
——— 








which performs important functions in the collection and registration of 
jees, must also be provided, preferably in conjunction with a central 
auction mart. 








Legal News, 
Information Required. 


REWARD.—MISSING DEED.—Deed of conveyance, dated 8th 
August, 1873 (Hollis & Howard to Ell), of No. 262, Euston-road.—Sidney 
Smith & Son, Solicitors, 177, Sloane-street, S.W. 1. 





General. 


A memorial service for Sir Edward Fry, late Lord Justice of Appeal, 
and Mr. Justice Neville was held on Wednesday, the 23rd ult., in 
Lincoln's Inn Chapel. The Dean of Canterbury and the Rev. €. F. 
Rogers officiated. Among those present were :—-The Master of the Rolls, 
Sir William Pickford, Lord Rathmore, Lord Justice Warrington, Lord 
Justice Bankes, Lord Muir-Mackenzie, Mr. Justice Astbury, Mr. Justice 
Horridge, Mr. Justice Younger, Mr. Justice Salter, Mr. Justice Peterson, 
Mr. Justice Lush, Mr. Justice Eve, Mr. Justice Sargant, Judge and the 
Hon. Mrs. Scully, Judge Lloyd Morgan, K.C., Sir Charles Chadwyck 
Healey, K.C., Sir Edward Clarke, K.C., Sir Claud Schuster (represent 
ing the Lord Chancellor), Sir Frederick Pollock, Sir H. M. Durand, Sir 
Lewis T. Dibdin, and Sir Charles Fortescue Brickdale. 


Dr, Courtney S. Kenny is resigning the Downing Professorship of Laws 
of England at Cambridge University, which he has held since 1907. Dr. 
Kenney, who ‘was born in 1847, is known to generations of Cambridge 
men as @ learned jurist and teacher. He was law lecturer of Trinity 
College, Cambridge, from 1882 to 1886, and for nineteen years was 
University Reader in English Law, Cambridge. He was a Fellow of 
Downing College from 1 to 1907. Formerly he represented the Barns 
ley Division in the House of Commons. He is the author of an admirable 
text-book of criminal law. 


A conference of Visiting Committees of Public Asylums in England 
and Wales was held on Tuesday at the Guildhall to consider the recom- 
mendations in the annual report of the Board of Control for 
the Amendment of the Lunacy Acts and the Mental Deficiency 
Act. The Lord Mayor welcomed the representatives. On the 
suggestion of the Chairman, it was decided to appoint a committee to 
draft amendments to the Lunacy Laws, and to send their report to the 
various authorities. A committee of sixteen members of visiting com 
mittees and medical officers was then appointed, and the conference was 
adjourned pending its recommendations. 

In the House of Commons on the 24th October Lord R. Cecil, Assistant 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs (Hitchin, U.), replying to Mr. Lees Smith, 
who asked whether dt was the intention of the Government to make any 
public reply to President Wilson's request of 27th September last that 
the statesmen of the Allies should state whether they were in agreement 
with his war aims, said :—The hon, gent’eman need be under no anxiety 
as to the harmony which exists between the United States of America 
and the other associated Governments. If a public reply is made to 
President. Wilson’s sh the may be assured that the House will be 
made acquainted with it at the earliest possible date. 

In the House of Commons on 24th October Lord R. Cecil. replying 
to questions by Major David Davies, said it was not proposed that the 
report of the French Commission on the organization of a league of free 
nations should form the basis of discussion of an Inter-Allied Commission 
He added :—Our policy, and I believe that of the French Government 
also, has been to submit the reports of our expert committees to the 
Governments of the Ohief European Allies and of the United States for 
examination. The next step is to reach such a measure of definite agree- 
ment with these Governments as will furnish a basis and terms of refer 
ence on which our respective experts may meet and draft a detailed 
scheme. Such a definite agreement ‘we are now trying to reach, and we 
hope to discuss the matter fully with the United States iin the immediate 
future. Pendi thie discussion we have reason to believe that the 
publication of the French and British reports might be regarded as 
premature and imoppoftune. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTEY DANCE OF 


CHADWIcK, THOMAS 


Tupper, WALTER. Gloucester rd, Kew Dec 13 Jurd and Another v 


ALLAN, CAROLINE WILLEMINE Nort 
ALSrON-ROBERTS-W EST, JAMES, 


ANDERSON, WILLIAM, 


Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
LIMITED IN ( HANCERY 
London Gazette.— FRIDAY, Oct. 25, 


FOULLICKS, LTD,—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 18, to send in their namesand 
a ancenet, with particu ars of their debts or claims, to Robert Waiker, 7, @t St Helena, 
iquidawr. 

FvuLWoob STSAMSHIP Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before Nov 6, to seud their names and addresses, and particulars Of their debts or 
claims, to mr. F. H. Tod, 14-15, Coleman st, liquidator. 

INKUM STBamMsHipr Co, LTp.—Creditors are required, On er before Deo 12, vo send their 
names and addres.es, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick William 
Mellor Wilson, 8, Cook st, Liverpool, iiquidator. 

INKOULA STRAMSHiP Cv, LTD,—Creditors are required, on or befo.e Dec 12, to send their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Wiliiam 
Meilor Wilson, 8, Cook st, Liverpoul, liquidater 

EDWARD JaCKsoy, Lrp.—Urediturs are reyuired on or before Nov 11, to send their 
nanes anu addresses, and the particulars uf their debte or claims, to Frederick 

A Morse, 1 & 2, Great Wincuescer +t, liqulidator 

KURANUI CALEDONIAN, Lp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required 
on ur befure Nov i5, to send their names anu addresses, ang che perticuiars 
their debts ur claims, to Mr. Walter Bramali, 529 vo 531, salisbury Huuse, Loudon 
Wail, liquidator. 

LLANKWST VicToRIA Hore. Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on ur be ore Dec 3, to send in their names and au .reses, aud particulars of 
thei: depts or claims, to Alexander Mvlutyre, Acc santing Olle ss, Conway, ‘iquidator, 

SAHANG RUBBER EsTaTes Lrp In LigutpaTion).—Credicvors are requireu, on or 
be1ore Nuv 30. to send their nam-s and addresses, and toe pirticuiars of their debts 
or claims, to R L Hopwood, c.o. tue above nameu Company, liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
Londen Gazette. —TUESDAY, Oct. 29. 


BESsSLER, WABOCHTER & CO. (Faance), Ltp, (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). —Creditors 
are required, on or before Nov ¥, to send in their namesand addresses and particular, 
of their debts or claims, to H. C. Ogilvy, sal sbury House, Finsbury cir, liquidstors 

EXPANSION, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or Dbefure Nov 18, to send thelr names and 
addresses, and the particu ars of their debte or claims, to Mr. Ge:ald Marlowe, 14, St. 
Ann's aq, Manchester, iquidator 

FURNESS CHEMICAL Co, LrD. —Creditors are required on or before Nov 80, to send in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debis or claims w Charies 
William Provia, 3, Mount st, Manchester, liquidator. 

D Heatiey & sons, Lrp.— reditorsare required, on or before Nov 21, to send their 

names and addresses, and“ he particulers of their debts or claims, to Mr W C Burkin- 

shaw, 2, Parii.ment st, Hul!, liquidator 

Epwarkp Laan & Co, Lap. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 

or before Nov 14. to send th ir names and addresse,, aod parti ulars of their devts or 

claims, to Albert Ernest Percy. Chariton touse, P:i -ry et, Dadley, li ,uivator. 

G R Mgitoyx, Lrp. (1s VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). —Creditors are required, un or before 

Nov 11, to send in th -ir nanes aod a idresses, and par iculars of tn. ir depts or ciaim 

to Mr Lesiie D Maipas, 52, Old Christcharch rd, Bournemouth, liquidator 





Volantary Winding up heading 6 lines 
London Gazette.—FRripay, Oct. 2. 
Kuranui Caledonian, Lid 
S hang Rubver Estates, Ltd. 
Tu stall & Co, Ltv. 
Inkum Steamship Co, Ltd 


Lianrwat Victoria Hotel, Lt. 
Lombard Finance Co, Ltd. 
African and General [rast Co, Ltd 
Pheonix Iuvestment Trust, Lid. 


Wm todgsun & ©», Ltd, Inkul. Steamship Co, Ltd, 

London Gazetta.—TUESDAY, Ovt 29 
Pollards Hill Golf Ciub, Ltd Essendon Girls’ School (Skegness), Ltd 
Furnes Cuemical Co, Ltt. W & UT Jones tteamship Co, Lid, 


I'wytord Abbey Laundry Vo, Ltd. 

Kismet Fim ©», Ltd 

Wheal Ka-hleigh & 
Co, Ltd. 


Taxco Mines of Mexi o, Ltd. 

Francis bayer & Co (Londouw), Ltd 
Carnon (Vailey) Cornwall, Ltd. 
Besslir, Waechter & Co (France) Ltd. 


Criggan China Clay 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Oct. 20. 
Leeds Nov 28 Halifax Commercial Ban\ing Co, Ld, v Chadwick, 
Astbury, J. James Arthur Bailey, Leeds : 
Tapper, Petesson, 
J. Walter Raémuad Irvine Mourilyan, Richmond, Surrey 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 2. 


Bate & Co, 35, Bedford row 


Fiachley Nov 25 
Johuson, Raymond- 


Alscot Park, Gloucester Noy 30 
Barker & Co, 9, New sq f 
sonthanpt m, Licensed Victaalier Nov 30 Swayne, Havers & 


Harfield, Southam) ton 








Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice ] Mr. Justice BARNES, ALLEN Howaap, Brizhton Nov30 B Bunker, Hove 
ROTA. No. 1. NEVILLE Eve BuipEs, THOMAS, Barduey, Linc In, Farmer Nov 20 Burton, S-orers & White 
Monday..Nov. 4 Mr. Borrer Mr. Ploxam Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer BOYLE. WILLIAM Lewis, Honingham, nr Norwich Dec 1 Wig.o, Champernowne & 
Taesday ..... 5 Goldschmidt Borrer Bioxam Joly Prescott, Norfolk House, Victoria em kt 
We n-siay .. 6. Leach Goldschmidt Korrer Synge Brows, AGNES, Darington Nov 25 Wilkes & Wilkes, Darlington 
Tharesday .... 7 Church Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam BuRN®, JOHN BUTLER, srimpton, Berks Nov 20° Macdonald & Longrigg, Bath 
et cs ox oe Farmer Charch Leach Borrer CHALMERS, MARGARET THOMSON, Farnsfiell, Nottingham Dec 17 Stenton & Met- 
Saturday a @ Jolly Farmer Charch Go ldschmid cabe, So thwell, Notts 
CrieuTtos, HELEN GeORGINA, Hove, Sussex Nov 23 Betts, Stevens & Butler, 82, Old 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Jewry 
7 SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOUNGER. PETi SON. CROSLAND, WALTER, South Milford, Yorks Nov 30 Bromet & Sons, Tadcaster 
Monday..Nov. 4 Mr. Jolly Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt | CaowrHer-BEYNON, ADSLIVE MARY BakNarvisToN, Worthing Nov 30 George H 
Tuesday sbeees 5 Synge Farmer Church Leach Radcliffe, 1, The sanctuary, “ esiminster Abbey 
Wednesday 6 Bloxam Jolly Farmer Charch Davey, Mary AWW, Litierlund, nr Liverpool Nouv 22 Oliver Jones, Billson, @ Oo 
Thursday . 7 Borrer Syne Jolly Farmer Liverpool 
Friday... 8 Goldschmidt Bioxam Synge Jolly Davies, RicuarD Herrox, CB, Staffor! Der Neish, Howell & Haldane, 47 
Saturday ase 9 Leach Borrer Bloxam Synge Watiing st 
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Doses, Frinx. Mexbrouzh, nr Rotherham, Groeer Nov 2 Gichard, Gummer & henten Gazette. —Tonepar, Oct. 29. 

Farniss, R th erhem OUpWie @cstavy RICHARD, Southampton Nov 2% Page & Gulli’ord, Sou 
EVANS, OWex, Wa nf wr, Carnarvon Nov 80 R Gwyneddon Davies, Carnarvon — est « R , Pp , 
FAGAN, Jou, North Shields. MarketGardener Nov 25 Brown & Holliday, North | paves Kerurnan, Resding Novis Weedon & Payne, Reading 

Shields es BISSETT, AGNES AMY, Tairlmere rd, Streatham Nov 30 Ellis, Peirs & Co, 17, Alb 
FAIRER WiLutaM Henry, Harpenden, Herts Dec2 G 8 Warmington & Edmon’s, martes 6 

15, Coleman st . : P . BoyL*, WILLIAM Lewis. Hovingham, nr Norwich Dec 1 Wigan, Champernowne 
GREEN, MOLeSWORTH RICHARD, Rows’ey, Vict nia, Australia Nov 30 Burton, Yeates Presco t, Norfolk Hou e, Victoria embkt 

& Hart, 23, Surrey st : . oy ‘ Baices, EPWAxD, Lincon, Fumer Dec 2 Allisons & Stanilard, Louth 
HAMILTON, HanoLD Gerard HANS, Bath Nov 30 Fredk Hill, 7 New eq, Lincoln's inn | (serge Jou, St Ann'srd, Notting Hill, Licensed Victualler Dect Collyer, Davis @ | 
HOCKIN, CATH*RINE Stupso¥, Torquay Nov 30 Hooper & Wollen Web». 12, Abcharch In 
Jones Jui, Goudharst,Kent Nov30 Moberly & Ww harton, 8 uthampton CHAPMAN Epw AR!, W olwich Decl Collyer, Divis& Webb, 12, Abchurch In 
KIRKPATRICK, Lt-Co yet FeARNLEY, DSO, East Kent Regiment Nov 26 Leslie | pyres WriLtaM, Manchester, Stonemason Nov 23 Brooks, Marshai! & Moon, M 

Fieli & Co, 27, tas ches'er 
KNIGHT, DANIEL, Bradt oa, we ool Merchant's Bayer Nov 30 Firth & Firth, Brad- Drew, RICHARD CoLtins, Branksome Park, Dorset Dc 16 a & Co, 

ford : ‘ ‘ : . Mi haei’s Rect ry, Cornhill : 

Lewis Capt WALLENSTEIN RYAN, Chatiam Nov 28 John B & F Purchase, 14, | pears WitttaM, B-diord Paik, Chiswick, Barrister at Law Nov 30 Charles Rugsell 

Regent st Co, 37, Sorfolk st 
MARTIN, JULIA WEEKS, Parnes Dec 1 Watson, Sons & Room, 12, Bouverie st FALMOUTH, Maj-Gen EVFLYN EDWARD THomas, Vicount, KCVO, CB, Tregothnan, T 
MILL«Rk, ARTHUR Liperty, Nottiagham Nv22 JT viasser & 0, Nottingham Nov 30 R.we, Johnstone & Co, | Bedford iow 
MorrsT, James. Windsor Nov 30 Broughton, Hult & Middlemist, 1z, Gt Marl- | prey Roy, Rt Hon ISWANta C aomnesne: "Dowager Baroness SouTHAMPTON, Englefie 4 

borough +t Gre n, -urrey Dec 6 Farrer & Co, 66, Linco'n's inn fields 
PEARLMAN, Jacon, South Shields, Financial Agent Dec 9 Hannay & Hannay, South F STeER, WILLIAM, Selby, Yorks, Bootnacker Nov 15 Bailey & Haigh, Selby 

Shielis : FRASE®, JOSEPH UROWNSMITH, Ip wich Nov 30 W EB Kersev, Ipswich 
Preston, HANNAH MARY, Southport Nov 26 Iveson, Micaulay & Redfearn, Heck- | Gi ayes) WILLIAM, Fast Ayton, Yorks Nov 30 Richardson & Parker Scarborough 

mondwike : : james, WILLIAM Hit, Lowndes st Dec 11 Stannard & Bosanquet, 19, b astcheap 
RAY*AR, JOHN, Scarborongh Nov 11 Simpson & Curtis, Leeds J¥NKIN, MARY James, Clim-land, Cornwall Nov 30 Edward Boase, Penzance 
RENDLE CH\RLES BAINBRIDGE, Russell rd, Kensington Nov 30 Harvey & Clarke, | yajor,'HUBERT, Staple on rd, Upper Tooting Nov 30 Mills, Lockyer & Mills, §§ 

Leicester Finshor a 
Ruvve.', WILLIAM, Tunbridge Wells Dec 7 Cheale & Son, Tunbridge Wells anon, a it > D30, RA, Mannadmead, Plymouth Nov 22 W W J Shar. 
SHEPHERD, MARY SULLY, West Cioydun Nov 25 Francis Howse & Eve, 3, Salters’ Fa'mouth ; 

Hal! ct ; MANSON, EDMUND MorrArr Davipsox, Edgbaston, Birmingham Nov 30 Wade 
Smupson Emma, Leeds Nov 23 Simpson & Curtis, Leeds L: all, Saffron Wa den 
Simrsos, Jous JouNson, Cayton, Yorks, Farmer Nov 21 Tasker Hart & Munby, | Ngwron. Ma‘ IA, Norwich Dec 27 F H Adams, 91, St Martin’s In 

S-arro. ough : OLIVER, EDMUND WakD, Lingfield, Surrey Nov 29 Sutton, Ommanney & Oliver, 3 & 
’impson, Ropert Bredford Oct 31 H E Milnes, Ik ey Gt Wine ester st 
SMITH, ALEXANDER, Liverpool Nov 2s Lowndes Lloyd, Hilton, & Wardle, Liverpool PLUNKETT, CHARLOTTE GRAY, Grove pl, Hampstead Dec 2 H P Russell, Bex! 
SMITH, CRCIL OCTAVIUS HASKETT, Hove, Sus.ex Nov 30 Burto:, Yeates & Hart, 33, Heath 

Surrey st . a PRICE, MONTAGUE LEONARD, South Woodford, Essex Dec 7 Chas G Bradshaw 
Svrrg, James. Rast Harlsey, Yorks Nov 25 Wilkes & Wikes Darlington Waterso , 16, Finsbury rq 
Suir, WILLIAM Keal, Notti chum Nov 22? Parr & Batiin, Nottingham PROBYN, 1 CLIFFORD, North Gate, Regent’'sPark Nov 30 Paines, Blyth & Huxtab 

, AMY SARA, Allerton Bywater, Yorks,Grocer Nov 27 Wilson & Woodhe.d, 14, >A Helens }1 
P PROBYN, \NNE HANNAH FELL, Norih Gate, Regent's Park Nov 30 P ines, Blyth 
STORR, LY, lell Nov 80 Rodgers & (>, Sheffield Huxtable, 14, St Hel-ns pl 
THOMAS, CHARL!+S EDwARD LLOYD, Much Hadham, Herts Dec 1 Marray, Hatchins | 44,7, Mary, Laughton, nr Gainsborough Nov 30 Hollinshesd & Mooly, Tunstall 

& Co, U1, Virehin tn <AUMAREZ, Capt KEGINALD STaFFORD, MC, Eccleston sq Nov 3) Davenport. Cunlif 
TOWNSEND, Faances, Crouch End Nov 29 Grabbe & Troughton, 8, New ct, Lincoln's & Bink-, 48, Chineery In 4 

inn TINKER, ALBE*T, Holmfirth, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer Dee 1 Kidd, Meller 
WENLOCK, RICHARD THOMPSON, Biron, Bridgnorth, Salop Dec 31 Stow, Preston & Fl-tcher, Holmfirth 

Ly ttelton, 35, L neoln's inn fi-ids WEST, ‘'L’ MENT EpWaRD, Commercial rd, Peckham Nov 30 O.monde May, 4, Colle 
WILLEY, 84RAH ANN. South-ea Nov 30 J EB Pink & Marston, Portemouth hil 





WoopWARD, ComPrort, West Bromwich, Nov 30 Caddick & Yates, West Bromwich WRIGBT, Emma, Sale, Chester Dec 2 Lambert & Smith, Manchester 








| WORRALL, ELtnv, Leicester, Insurance Superintendent _ CARTER, ALFRED HENRY, Fish st hill, Billingsgate, Fi 
B: ankruptcy otices. O.t Wat3 Off Ree, 1 Berridge st, Leicester monger High Court PetSe t13 Ord Oct 15 
! ADJUDIC . TIONS. Durton, WILLIAM VALENTINE, Chester, Baker Chat 
Lo Gazette. —TURSDAY, Oct 15 BUDD, PERCY Dov@.as, Beliefi-id rd, Brixton, Draper Pe Octlé Ord Oct 14 
: | High: ourt Pet June7 Ord Oct 10 GAYE, AMBROSE, Winfrith, Dorset Poole Pet Sept 
RECEIVING ORDERS | CADY, WILLIAM JOHN, Swansea, Coal Miner Swansea Ord Oct 14 
Barbour, Davip Isaac, Stanmore, Mid !lesex High | Pet Oct 11 Ord tet 11 LADBROKK, KoBERT, Birmingham, Merchant Bifming) 
Court Pet vet il Ori Ott |} CHILD, ARTHUR GroRGE, St Ciements, Norfolk King's Pet Oct 15 Or: Oct 15 
Capy, WILutAM JOHN Swansea, Coal Miner Swansea | Lynn Pet Oct? Ord Oct 11 MINCHIN, WILLIAM ANTHONY, Pinner, Middlesex, Gen 
P-tOctll Ord Ort1 | TURNER, WILLIAM HENRY. Knighton on Teme, Worcester min Hig Court Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 16 
IRVING, DavYip, Ssaton. Camberland, Grocer Cocker- Cowmilesion Agent Kidderminster Pet Oct5 Ord | Nivavuis Gerrit Jan, Princess rd, Kilburn. Dector 
mouth Petsertll Ort Oct 8 Oct 5 Liws Hieh Court Pet Sept 13 Ord Uct9 
JENKI\SON, Hereert. Huddersfield, Worsted Manu Watson, THomMads, Coulsdon, Surrey High Court Pet | REED, Josepp, Chddar, Somerset, Market Gard 
facturer WNuddersfield VetSept v5 Ord Oct 11 May 16 Ora Oct 11 Wells Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 
TURNER. WILLIAM HENRY, Knighton on Teme, Worcester, | WORRALL. ELInv, Leicester, Insurance Superi: tendent Amen:ed Notice substituted for that published in 
‘ommis-ion Ager Kidierminster Pet Oct 5 Ord Leicester Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 1 ondon Gazette Oct 11: 
Ots WACH'EX, Prgter, Mark In, Lordon, General Produce 
WORRALL, ELINv, Leicester, Insurance Superintendent Merchant High Court Pet Sept 11 Ord Oct 11 COLTON, CHARLES GLANVILLE AcGUst Kamp, Nor 
Leicester Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 London Gazette.~Fnipay, October 18. Cunsulting Engineer Norwich Pet Sept 20 Ord Vet 
FIRST MEETINGS | RECEIVING ORDERS. FIRST MBETINGS. 
Barnour, DAVID Isaac, Stanmore, Middlesex Oct 24 at BRA? APOLF, Norland *q.,Holland Park, Theatrical | BRAF¥, ADOLF, ‘Norland sq, Holland Park, Theat 
12 Bankraptey ldg-, Corey st +d nts Repre entative High ¢ vurt Pet Oct 16 Ord Avents’ R-presentative Oct 29at 12 Bankrap 
Gi?tins, RocER Shrewsbury, Corn Dealer Oct 26 at 12.30 Oct 16 bidgs. Carey +t 
(ff Rec 22, 4wan hill, Shrewabury BROMLEY, ARTHUR BurRGoYNR, Ockley, Surrey, Farmer | BROMLEY. ARTHUR BURGOINE Ockley, (Surrey, Fa: 
Kiapy, timotuy, Mert yr Tydfi!, Boot Rerairer Oct 22 Cr ydon Vt Sept 18 Ord Oct 14 Oct #8 at 11 182%. York rd, Westmineter Brid e» 


at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Town Hall, Merthyr | BuRBRIDG Percy FRANK, Penmsenmawr, Carnarvon, CARTER, ALFRED HENRY, Fi-h +t hi |, Billingsgate, 
rydfil Gent.eman Bangor Pet Sept 30 Ord Oct 15 monger Oct 29 a.11 Bankruptcy bidg-, Carey st 


THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Lto. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT. EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS 


MOTOR. PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holde 


— ES 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householde 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premiu 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALU LICENSING MATTERS 
INSURANCE Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages _ of 


Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel, will be sent on application. 


For Further Information, write: 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2 
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